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(Continued from page 20.) 


VII. Another improper expression in use, sometimes, in prayer, is in 
addressing the object of prayer, “thou who hast died for us.” 

A three in one God is the object of prayer, but a three in one God did 
not die for us. An address of this kind might answer in the prayer of a 
Swedenborgian, who denies a trinity of persons in Godhead, turning 
the trinity of persons, Father, Son and Holy Ghost, into a trinity of es- 
sences, so as that the Godhead, vho is the divine essence, called the 
Father, or Creator, being united to the human essence is what is called 
the Son and Redeemer, according to his view of this sacred mystery. 

Sut it is not suitable in the prayer of a sound trinitarian. Because the God- 
head is the proper object of prayer, and not so much as this is in any one 
verson in distinction from the rest, but as it is in all the three persons 
equally. When prayer is addressed to any of the persons of the trinity, 
more immediately, as sometimes the Father is the person addressed, or 
the Son, or the Holy Ghost, it is not as a distinct person of trinity, but 
as the Godhead is in that person ; and the Godhead or the other persons are 
to be considere d us addresse d through him. The Father IS the more 
immediate object generally addressed, and to be addressed through the 
Son by the Holy Spirit. 

Vill. Many, in prayer, seek a covenant right to their temporal mercies, 
and in asking a blessing upon their meals, seek a new covenant right to 
the blessing before them. This would suppose that the mercies in them- 
selves are new covenant blessings, because the things men have their 
right to through the covenant of grace are unquestionably in themselves 
new covenant blessings ; blessings which, through the obedience and death 
of Christ, they can only obtain, and are purchased blessings; because it is 
through the purchase of Christ that men have their right to those things 
they obtain through the covenant of grace, together with the presentation 
of them as covenant blessings in the gospel, and promise of enjoying them, 
laying before them their warrant to make use of them. But the things we 
have in Christ and through the covenant of grace are not temporal things 
orcommon mercies of providence. Of believers who only are made parta- 
kers of the blessings which come through that covenant, it is said, that 
“God the Father hath blessed them with all spiritual blessings in heavenly 
places (or things) inChrist.” The blessings of the covenant of grace are 
peace, pardon, justification, sanctification, communion with God; and ina 
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word all grace here and glory hereafter; and no blessings besides are men- 
tioned, as coming to us by Christ, or through the covenant of grace, in 
the word of God. These are the things which the gospel, which propo- 
ses the blessings of the covenant of grace to us treats of; and the be- 
stowment of them upon us by God, as the God of providence, who feeds 
the ravens, and fills the young lions that ery anto him, gives men their 
right to them. A new covenant blessing, which we are to seek upon the 
things already recelvyv¢ d and before us 1n the coodness ot providence for 
our use, and the right to them are altogether diilerent. 

The very names given to them in the common usage of mankind, if at 
all appropriate, shew that the right which persons have to them, lies in 
the possesaion of them as bestowed upon them in providence, for their 
use. They are called common benefits, common mercies, and the bles- 
sings of a common providence, names given unto them to distinguish 
them from those far mere precious blessings, which the gospel reveals, 
and offers to men, and which believers have their right to, and posses- 
sion of, through the covenant of grace. The right of all to these things, 
according to the measure in which they are bestowed upon them, is so 
certain, that it is made their duty to use them for the maintenance of life, 
and for their outward comfort and benefit, as blessings of God’s provi- 
dence, bestowed upon them, for these ends and not to do so would be 
their sin. The man though a wicked man, would in common reckoning, 
and according to the express tenor of the word of God, be guilty of a 
breach of the 6th Commandment, who would because he is wicked, and 
proves himself to be so, deny himself the use of the daily means of life, 
having them bestowed upon him in providence for this end. 

There appears to me to be a particular propriety, in taking notice of 
this expression, as it is an expression which has been much and long iu 
use, in the religious exercises I have mentioned, in which we are to have 
our words few and well ordered, as we address our Heavenly Father in 
them; and as the doctrine of the covenant right to these things has 
been taught by many Divines of note, and, even among Seceders it 
is an expression much in use, though evidently in flat contrariety to their 
own publicly professed principles, which imply and teach the contrary. 
To say that others than believers have no proper right to these things, and 
that believers have a new covenant rigiit to them, is either truth or er- 
ror. That it carries in it the appearance of error, I think I have shewn 
ina way which will satisfy those who lie open to conviction on the subject. 

Were the doctrine of the covenant right in itself a trath, the expres- 
sion as it is used in prayer and in asking a blessing, upon our meals would 
still be improper upon the principle [ plead, in a former number of these 
papers, as a believer in his addresses to God would be secking what, upor 
this supposition he has already, and believes belongs to his state as a justi- 
fied person. ‘The believer's rights which are connected witht his justified 
state, are not variable things, which have need to be renewed every day. 
They have not to be sought every time he prays to God in the things them- 
selves, but in the evidences of them. But as it is an untruth, the petition in 
every view that may be taken of it, is improper. 

In connexion with the preceding we might take into consideration an- 
other expression, which is also frequently made, which is, that man _for- 


feited his right by sin to the common benefits of life, and by breach of the 


covenant of works. The thing assumed being taken for granted, this is used 
often as a proof that a person’s right to these things again comes through 
Christ, and by virtue of the covenant of grace. There is no warrant for 
this expression, that can be brought from the scriptures, that I can find, 
which are the only foundation of our faith, in the whole matters of tuth 
and duty. Life was promised indeed to Adam, in the way of his keeping 
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the covenant of works and the means of life, were supposed by that prom- 
ise to be given and continued with man, for the support of that life, so 
long as they were to be necessary. And death on the other hand was 
threatened in case of disobedience. But the death threatened as the 
event shewed was not instant death as to the full execution of the sen- 
tence. as death temporal was included in the death he was to die, should 
he break the covenant. Theretore, his temporal life being continued, 
the means of its support were to be continued and his right to use them, 
from the very fact of its continuance; and his being provided with them, 
that he might use them for this purpose, is supposed. Death and life 
were only properly the things, the covenant of works, had a respect to in 
the threatening and promise, or the matters to which the threatening 
and promise of that covenant referred; and the means of life, as 
Adam had them in sapsirte: and as man still has them, were acci- 
dental, not necessary to even the preservation of the life of man, be- 
yond the will of God. nee is pleased that they be so now, as they were 
to Adam before the fall. And who knows if Adam had kept the cove- 
nant of works, so as that he and his posterity had come unto the fuller 
enjoyment of the life promised, these things had been no more necessary 
for the support of that life, he was to enjoy as the fruit of his obedience ¢ 
We know that in heaven the bodies of the saints will not need to eat and 
drink for their sustenance, as we do now. And perhaps had Adam kept 
the covenant so as that the promised blessings had come upon himself, 
aceording to the tenor of that covenant, and upon his posterity ; eating and 
drinking as an employment as it is necessary, now had been no more re- 
quired by them, nor labour for the purpose of obtaining those things any 
more used: But as the saints in heaven are employed, and even will be 
employed in spiritual exercises serving God day and night in his temple 
above, Adam and his posterity had in a similar way beenemployed. The 
life of man being maintained by meat and drink, and other material things, 
for the comfort and health of his body, being necessary to him in his pre- 
sent or worldly state, as so much of ‘them were necessar y to Adam in inno- 
cency, and labour necess ary to the acquiring of these, seems to be owing 
to the state of trial Adam was in, and to temptations to which mankind 
are now exposed, to aflord them employment which might be useful to 
them in keeping them out of the way of temptation, which, being more at 
leisure they wouk | be more endangered by, and to which through the cor- 
ruption that is in man, they would now fi all a ready prey in such a case. 
And as when the day of the believer's t inptations will have come to an 
end, eating and drinking as means of life, nal labour to acquire these 
things, will be no more necessary, so had Adam continued in obedience 
until the time of his trial was finished, in a// probability these things had 
been no more necessary. Witsius in his economy of the covenants, Bos- 
ton in his Fourfold State, and Fisher and Erskine on the question “what 
special act of providence did God exercise towards nants when he 
was created!” in the 28th question of their explanation of that question, 
in the shorter Catechism, with others, think that the life promised in the 
covenant of works was eternal! life in heaven, and conclude that this was 
the case from the contrary trent ning implying eternal death in it, and 
from the consideration of the declaration of our Lord to the young man 
in the gospel, on enquiring of om what good thing he should do to in- 
herit eternal life, “if thou wilt enter into life kee p the commandments,” 
and also from the c ommandment being said to be ordained unto life, in (Rom. 
vil. 10,) though the Apostle found it in his own experience asa fallen sin- 
ner to be unto death. And if so, these things apes not in any sense be 
included in the promise of that covenant, as in this case, the promise would 
have begun its accomplishment if man had kept the covenant, only after 
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the course of obedience was finished, which he had to pass through, in his 
; probationary state. But these things being not necessary in an heavenly 
state, to higher and better things it was confined. Indeed Adam had an 
advantage arising from his obedience at the very time he was giving it, 





| as “In keeping the commandments there is a reward.” —But that could 

t not properly be said to be a covenant reward, as the condition was 

' ; not fulfilled that was to entitle him to this, according to the free promise 

of God, implied in the covenant itself. It was but the reward that natur- 

ally attends a life of obedience to God, irrespective of any covenant obli- 
gations of his to that effect. 

: But laying aside the argument which would arise from supposition, 

¢ i that the life promised is eternal life in heaven, which Adam had entered 

i t upon immediately after he had passed the time of his trial, it does not 

‘i : appear from any consideration of Adam’s situation as in a state of inno- 

: | cency. The word forfeited signifies the right to a thing lost, bY some de- 

fault in the person who loses the right. Man ininnocency had no right 

k to these things he enjoyed beyond the will and pleasure of God to con- 

f ‘ if tinue them with him. ‘The covenant of works gave him no right to them, 

+ ies as they were but mere accidents in connexion with the life promise id to 

3 man, in virtue of his keeping that covenant, and not necessary, but in vir- 

tue of the will and p lleasure of God, that they should be the means of that 

life promised so far as temporal life was embraced in it. And now that 





man possesses them according to the same good pleasure of God, his 
right to them is as goed as ever. It arises, as it ever did, from his pos- 
sessing them as bestowed upon him in providence, as the means of life and 
outward comfort to him in his present worldly condition, wherein he stands 
in need of them for this purpose. 

Moreover some of these very common benefits, we might saya very 
considerable share of them, so far from being forfeited by man’s sin, by 
man’s sin only, they have become needful, as our ec lothing had not been 
necessary but for the sin of man, houses to shelter us from the storm, 
medicines for our bodies in sickness, Weapons of war, fleets and ar- 
mies for our country’s defence; a civil magistracy to preserve peace 
and order in civil society, our court houses, our jails and penitentiaries 
had not been necessary but for this. And the gospel, one of the greatest 
outward mercies we enjoy, had not been necessary, nor we enjoyed it, but 
through the sin of man making way for our need of it, and being the reason 
why the Lord in the riches of his love and mercy has provided us with it 

We find that the ve ry curse as it is pronounced upon man after the fall, 
is pronounced in such a way as teaches that his rig oft to these things was 
not lost to him, through this means, as in pronouncing it on the earth for 
his sake he is required to till it, and warranted to expect, though with 


re much sorrow, labour and trouble, a return in this way for his mainten- 
; ance, “cursed is the ground for thy sake. In sorrow sha/t thou eatof it all 
‘! the days of thy life.” 





Art. ll. Waits Preface to the Psalms. 


Mr. Eprror— m recently looking over an old library I met with the 
following preface, written by I. W. Warrs, D. D., and prefixed to the 
24th edition of his works, eetide d “* Hymns and Spiritual Songs,” print- 
ed in Glasgow, A. D. 1770, by R. & 'T. Duncan. 

I am of opinion, that, in this day eminent for investigation, that docu- 
ment should come into judgment, ‘and be disposed of according to truth, 
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because if contains the reasons, be they good or bad, why human songs, 
or human imitations of divine songs, were introduced into the worship of 
the General Assembly Church. 

[ have also thought that it might not be unprofitable to append some stric- 
tures to a few of the exceptionable parts of it, for the purpose Of inviting 
the attention of the reader more closely to it; for its believed that nothing 
more is necessary for the condemnation of human Psal: iody, in the visible 
church, with all that has accompanied this practice, than an attentive 
reading of this preface. lam now prepared to assert, and expect to prove, 
that the reasons contained in the preface, for the introduction of human com- 
posures into the praises of God, are all without foundation in truth, and are 
based on ignorance and infidelity. ‘This may seem a hard charge to allege 
against so large and respectable a portion of Christians as is contained in 
that church; yet it is hoped that they will not sutler such smiting to 
break their heads, as this would disqualify them from giving a patient 
and intelligent hearing to the reasons which shall be adduced in support 
of these charges. Why this preface of the Doctor’s has been suppressed 
from its original object, which was to introduce his human composures at 
all times into the praises of worship, all upon reading it, may judge for 
themselves. 


I shall now vive the preface an | append the strictures. 


PREFACE, 
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il) Cc f { Hine I i Lilth, WE e Cie ead Ol i waden il our ascent 
toward heaven, b Some eXPTess ns that are most suite I the ¢ s of cai alo di 
mances and fit only to be su r in thew rldly sanctuary. W hi we are just entering 
into an evangelical frame by some of the glories of the gospel, presented in the brightest 
f] rures of id ) yet if ery erh sw © ¢ Tl mrceis out unto us, 
hath something in it so extreme ew 1 and cioudy that darke our sieht of God the 
Saviour. Thus by keeping too close to David in the house of God, the \ of Moses 
is thrown ¢ r our hearts Wi r¢ i t I vy the meditations 
of the ‘‘ loving kindness of G ind the multitude of his tender mercies,” within a few 
verses some dreadful curse against men is proposed to our lips. ‘that God would add ini 
quity unto their iniquity, nor let them come into thy righteousness, but blot them out of 
the book of the living,” Psalm. cix. 26, 27, 28, which is so contrary to the new command- 
ment of loving our enemies ; and even under the old Testament is best accounted for, 
by referring it to the spirit of prophe tic vengeance. Some instances of the Psalmist, 


that are expressive of the temper of our own hearts, and the circumstances of our lives, 
may compose our Spirits to seriousness, and allure us to sweet retirement within our 
selves ; but we meet with a following line, which so peculiarly belongs but to one 
action or hour of the life of David or of Asaph, that breaks off our song in the midst, our 
consciences are affrighted, lest we should speak a falsehood unto God ; thus the powers 
of our souls are shocked on a sudden and our spirits ruffled, before we have time to re- 
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flect that this may be sung only as a history of ancient Saints, and perhaps, in some 
instances, that salvo is hardly sufficient either; besides, it almost always spoils the de 

votion by breaking the uniform thread of it ; for while our lips and our hearts run on 
sweetly together, applying the words to our case, there is something of divine delight 
in it: but at once we are forced to turn off the ipplication abruptly, and our lips speak 
nothing but the heart of David. Thus our own hearts are, as it were, forbid the pur- 
suit of the song, and then the harmony and the worship grows dull of mere necessity. 

‘* Many ministers and private Christians, have long groaned under this inconvenience, 
and have wished, rather than attempted a retormation ; at their importunate and repeat- 
ed requests, | have, for some years past, devoted many hours of leisure to this service. 
Far be it from my thoughts to lay aside the book of Psalms in public worship. few can 
pretend so great a value for them as myself: it isthe most devotional, and divine collec- 
tion of poesy, and nothing can be suposed more proper to raise a pious soul to Leaven, 
than some parts of that book ; never was a piece of experimental divinity so nobly 
written and so justly reverenced and admired: but it must be acknowledged still that 
there is a thousand lines in it, which were not made for a church in our days to assume 
as its own: there are also many deficiencies of light and glory, which our Lord Jesus 
and his apostles have supplied in the New Testament ; and with this advantage I have 
composed these spiritual songs; which are now presented to the world. Nor isthe at- 
tempt vain-glorious, or presuming; the least in the kingdom of heaven is greater than 
all the Jewish prophets, (Math. xi: 11.) 

‘ Now let me give a short account of the following composures. 

‘¢'The greatest part of them are suited to the general state of the gospel, and the 
most general affairs of Christians. I hope that there will be very few found but what 
may properly be used in a religious assembly, and not one of them but may well be 
adapted to some seasons, either of private or public worship. The most frequent tem- 
pers and changes of our spirits, and conditions of our life, are here copied, and the 
breath of our piety expressed according to the variety of our passions, our love, our 
peace, our hope, our desire, our sorrow, our wonder and our joy, as they are refined 
into devotion, and act under the influence and conduct of the blessed Spirit ; all conver- 
sing with God the Father by the new and living way of access to the throne, even the 
person and Mediator of our Lord Jesus Christ. To him also even to the Lamb that 
was slain, and now lives, | have addressed many a song ; for thus doth the holy Spirit 
instruct and teach us to worship inthe various short patterns of christian psalmody 
described inthe Revelations. I have avoided the more obscure and controves.ed points 


of Christianity. that we might all obey the directions of the word of God, and Sl ¢ his 


praise with understanding, (Psalm, xlvi:7.) The contentions and distinguishing 
words of sects and parties are set luded : that whole assemblies m ht assist at the har- 
mony, and different churches join in the same worship without offence. 

“Tf any expressions occur to the reader, that savour of an opinion different from his 
own, yet he may observe, these are generally such as are capable of anextensive sense 
and mav be used with a charitable latitude, I thinkit is most agreeable, that what is 
provided for public singing, should give to sincere consciences as little disturbance as 
possible. However, when any unpleasing word is found, he that leads the worship 
may substitute a better, for (blessed be God,) we are not confined to the words of ar y 
man in our public solemnities. : 

‘‘The whole book is written in four sorts of metre, and fitted to the most common 
tunes, I have seldom permitted a stop in the middle of a line, and seldom left the end 
of a line without one, to comport a little with the unhappy mixture of reading and 
singing which cannot presently be reformed. The metaphors are generally sunk to the 
level of vulgarcapacities. I have aimed at ease of numbers, and smoothness of sound, 
and endeavored to make the sense plain and obvious. If the verse appears so gentle 
and flowing as to incur the censure of feebleness, I may honestly affirm that sometimes 
it cost me labor to make it so , some of the beauties of poesy are neglected, and some 
wilfully defaced ; I have thrown out the lines that were too sonorous, and have given 
an allay to the verse, lest a more exalted turn of thought or language should darken or 
disturb the devotion of the weakest souls. But hence it comes to pass, that I have 
been forced to lay aside many hymns after they were finished, and utterly exclude them 
from this volume, because of the bolder figures of speech that crowded themselves 
into the verse, and a more unconfined variety of numbers which I could not easily 
restrain. 


‘¢ These with many other divine and moral composures, are now printed ina second 
edition of the poems entitled, Hore Lyrica ; for as in that book I have endeavored to 
please and profit the polite part of mankind, without offending the plainer sort of 
Christians, so in this it hath been my labour to promote the pious entertainment of 
souls truly serious even of the meanest capacity, and at the same time (if possible) not 
to give digust to persons of finer sense and nicer education, and I hope in the present 
volume, this will apper to be pursued with much greater happiness than in the first 


= 
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pression fit hough the WOI d 1SS\ s { rie rst is not hi ireasonto cor 

The whol evided into three |! 

In the first I have borrowed the sens¢ nd hot the! 1 of the song trom 
some particular portions of scripture, a ive par rased 1 t of the doxologies 
of the New Testament. that contain anv thing in th peculiarly evangelical : and many 
parts of the Old Testament also, that have a reference to the times ot the Messiah. In 
these I expect to be often censured, for religious observance of the words of scrip 
ture, whereby the verse is weakened and debased, according to the dgment ot rities, 
but as my whole design was to aid the devotion of christians, s lore especially in this 
part; and I am satisfied I shall hereby attain two ends, viz :—assist the worship of all 


serious minds, to whom the expressions of scripture are ever dear and delightful, and 


gratify the taste and inclination of those who think nothing must be sung unto God, but 
the translations of his own word. Yet you will always find in this paraphrase dark 
expressions enlightened, and Levitical ceremo1 ies and Hebrew forms of speech chang 
ed into the worship of the gospe l, and explained in the language of our time and nation, 


and what wou 1 aside. After this 


1 not bear such an explanation is on 
I rejoice to see a good part of the book of Psalms fitted for the use of 


le 
manner should 


our churches and David converted into a Christian: but because I cannot persuade 











others to attempt this glorious work, I have suflered myself to be persuaded to begin 
it, and have, through divine goodness, proceeded half way th rh. 

The second part consists of hymns, whose form is mere human composure ; but I hope 
the sense nd materials will alwavs app¢ ar divine. I might have brought some text or 
other, and applied it to every verse. if this method had been as useful as it was easy. It 
there be any poems in the book that are capable of giving de it to persons of a more 
refined taste and polite ed ication, perhaps they may be found in th part * Dut exce pt 
they lay aside the humour of criticism and enter into a devout frame every ode here 
already despairs of pleasing. I confess myself to have been too often tempted away 
from the more spiritual desiens I proposed by some gay and flowing « xpressions that 





gratified the fancy. The bright images too often prevailed above the fire of divine affec 


" r } ' . " _. 
tion, and the light exceeded the heat, yet | hope in many of them the reader will find that 


! 
devotion dictated the song, and the head and hand were nothing but interpreters and 
secretaries to the heart, nor is the magnificent bo] ess of the fivures, comparable to 
that divine license which is found in the eighteenth and sixty-cighth Psalms, several 
chapters of Job, and other poetical parts of scripture, and in this respect I may hope 
to escape the reproof of those who pay a sacred reverence to the holy Bibl 


[ have prepared the third part only for the celebration of the Lord’s supper, that in 
imitation of our blessed Saviour we may sing a hymn atter we have partaken of 


bread and wine. Here you will find some paraphrases of scripture and some other com 












positions. There are above a hundred hymins in the two former parts that may be very 
properly used in this ¢ rdinanc e, and perhaps sometimes appear more suitable than any 
of these last. but there are expressions generally used in these, which confine them ge n 
erally to the table of the Lord, and therefore | have distinguished and set them by 
themselves. 

‘¢ Ifthe Lord who inhabits the praises of Israel shall refuse to smile on this attempt 
for the reformation of Psalmody am ynnost the churches, vet I humbly hope, that his 
blessed Spirit w make these comm sures useful t pl vate Christians: andif they but 
attain the honor of being esteemed pious meditations, to assist the devout and retired 
soul in the exercises of love, faith, and joy, it will be a valuable compensation of my 
labours ; my heart shall rejoice at the notion of it and my God shall receive the glory. 
This was my hops id view in my first publication; and it is now my duty to acknow 
le dae to him with tl sfulness how uset a has made these t ns aiready, to 
the comfort and edification of societies and of private persons: and upon the same 
ground | have a better prospect, and a bigger hope of much more exalted service to the 
church, by the large improvements Of this edition, uf the Lord who dwells in Zion, shal 


favour it with his continued blessing. 
** Note in all longer Hymns, and in some of the shorter, there are several stanzas in 
‘ 


cluded incrotchets thus [ ]: which stanzas may be left ovt in singing without distur 
L : 


ing the sense. Those parts are also included in such crotchets, which contain words 


too poetical for meaner understandings, or too particular for whole congregations to 
sing. But afterall itis best in public Psalmody, for the minister to choose the particu 
lar parts and verses of the Psalm or Hymn that is to be sung, rather than to leave it to 
the judgment or casual determination of him that leads the tune. 

** Note since the sixth edition of this book the author has finished what he had 
so long promised, viz; the Psalms of David imitated in the language of the New Tes- 
tament; which the world seems to have received with approbation, by the sale of some 
thousands in a year’s time. It is presumed that that book, in conjunction with this, 


may appear to besucha sufficient provision for Psalmody, as to answer most occasions 
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of the Christian’s life ; and if an author’s own opinion may be taken, he esteems it the 
greatest work that ever he has published or ever hopes to do, for the use of the church- 
es.” ** March 3, 1720 . 


The first section contains the complaint. It is very evident from the 
second sentence of this section, with many such expressions throughout 
the preface, that one of the radical causes of the Doctor’s discontent with 
the book of Psalms, as containing exclusively the songs for divine wor- 
ship, was his ignorance of the commencement of the gospel day ; for he 
always speaks of it as beginning with the New Testament; but this is a 
mistake, for the gospel day commenced in Paradise, before yet our first 
parents were thrust out. The holy Spirit saith in the epistle to the Heb. 
ch. iv. “For unto us was the gospel preached, as well as unte them,” (mean- 
ing the Jews); their day was a gospel day as well as ours. If the doctor 
had known this, he would not have been so hampered with the gospel 
Psalms, divinely given in the former dispensation. The concluding sen- 
tence of this section clearly proves to my mind the doctor’s ignorance of 
the nature of praise in the church militant as distinct from that of the 
church triumphant. See his words “that very action which should ele- 
vate to the most delightful and divine sensation, doth not only flatten our 
devotion, but too often awakens our regret, and touches all the springs of 
uneasiness Within us.” ‘This sentence contains the second defective ope- 
ration of the doctor’s mind, when he was moving toward the ark to give 
itanunholy touch. If the doctor instead of slandering the book of Psalms, 
had made them the subject of meditation, he would have discovered in 
the 101st Psalm, Ist verse, that distinction in these words, “I will sing 
of mercy and judgment.”” ‘The song of the church militant should often 
have regret, or repentance, in it. She has of right her penitential Psalms, 
and this regret, instead of putting her away from her Lord, brings hei 
nearer to him. See the 34th Psalm, 18th verse: “'The Lord is nigh to 
them that be of a broken heart, and loveth such as be of a contrite spirit.” 

The second section accounts for the complaint. In this section he brings 
his railing accusation against many of the Psalms. See his words; “I 
have long been convinced, that one great occasion of this evil arises from 
the matter and words to which we confine all our songs, some of them 
are almost opposite to the spirit of the gospel.” Yea altogether opposite ; 
see about the middle of this section, where he quotes a portion of one of 
the Lord’s songs, which he says “ is so contrary to the new commandment 
of loving our enemies.” See at the last of the section where he says, 
speaking of many of the divine songs, they “speak nothing but the heart of 
David.” “Many of them are foreign to the state of the New Testament 
Church, and widely different from the present circumstances of 
Christians.” See another portion of the same section, to the same effect, 
‘‘we meet with a following line which so peculiarly belongs but to one ac- 
tion, or hour of the life of David, or of Asaph, that breaks off our song in 
the midst, our consciences are affrighted, lest we should speak a falsehood 
unto God.” 

I shall now sketch those reasons why Hymns of human composure and 
imitations of divine songs were introduced into the General Assembly 
Church, in the room of the Lord’s songs, and sustain my charges against 
them, that they are founded on ignorance, or what is worse, infidelity ! 

The first objection lies against the matter of many of the divine songs. 
Now I ask all intelligent persons but infidels, if Christ either mediate! ly 
or immediately, is not the entire matter of the book of Psalms? Take 
Christ out of the book of Psalms and you have nothing but the husk, he 
is, in one of these ways, alluded to, in every word. When he was confirm- 
ing the faith of his dise iples, as it is written in Luke xxiv. 44; aware that 
the mouth of slander would be opened against the Psalms of Zion, as not 
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good, as the former. This should have been the very last Psalm selected, 
as containing reasons why the New ‘Testament worshipper should lay 
aside, as songs, many of the Psalins, as there is no piece of inspiration i6 
which the interests of Zion are more de eply rooted, as it is a Psalm of 
the cross. Now letus lock at those verses, singled out by the Doctor, 
as his mock, at which to let fly his arrows, taken from the quiver of infi- 
delity.—They are the 26th, 27th and 28th verses, which he says is so 
contrary to the new commandment of loving our enemies. One would 
have indeed reasonably thought, that it never would have been necessa- 
ry to produce arguments to a professed Christian, to prove that the laws 
of God were in no sense contrary to each other; but the Doctor’s asser- 
tions against these verses has prevented us from realizing such a reasona- 
ble hope. 

Let us apply to the standard, and see what is writ/en in the 5th Chap. 
of Matthew, 17th verse, where Christ, who knew all things, knew “ that 
of our own selves, men would arise, speaking perverse things to draw 
away disciples after them,” and you will find him conflicting with, and 
overcoming the very error assumed by the Doctor; which is, that Christ 
came to give new commandments, contrary to the old. Now Christ says 
this was a slander, for he came not to destroy the law, but to fulfil it; 
and then proceeded to the second table, the sum of which is, and ever 
was, love to our neighbour. 

'To shew that he was more for the law than they were, he commences 
with the 6th commandment, shewing that it applied to the thoughts and 
words, as well as to actual murder. And here for correct understanding, 
it is necessary to notice that in this comment of our Lord on a number of 
the precepts of the divine law, with a view to correct abuses, that when 
he spoke of precepts, as they were in the divine law, he identified them 
by the “words of old time ;” but when he aliudes to those things that ex- 
isted either by permission, as in the case of divorce, or loss of teeth, o1 
that existed by an ignorant view of the law, as in hating enemies, he 
omits the words of o/d time, and only uses the words it haih been said. 
In the 43d verse Christ sets out the false doctrine, and marks it as such, 
by omitting the words of o/d time, and merely stating it hath been said, thou 
shalt love thy neighbor, and hate thine enemy; the former part being 
true in and of itself, but not true as a criterion to determine the proper 
objects of love. kor the Jews falsely believed the word neivhbor ap- 
plied only to their notion, and its friends. See their error on this point 
confuted at large in the 10th Chapter of Luke, where Christ, in answer 
to the question, Who is my neighbor? showed that it might mean a Sa- 
maritan, a people always hated by the Jews. See a statute given to them 
of old times, 23d Chapter of Deuteronomy, 7th verse: “Thou shalt not 
abhor an Edomite, nor an Egyptian.” This new commandment is only a 
renewed commandment that was as old as the law of nature, and rehcars- 
ed for the purpose of warding oif slanders. 

It necessarily follows from the above, that the Jews were as much 
bound to love their enemies as we are; and if so, the Old Testament 
worshipper had the same cause of complaint that we have to many 
of the Psalms, (of which this 69th is a specimen.) and therefore should 
have hunted for some Doctor to have removed the cause of disease, by 
stretching forth his hand against the Lord’s anointed, and turning Da- 
vid into a Christian. From all which it appears that this objection 
of the doctor was founded in ignorance of his Bible. [have said enough 
on this objection to satisfy the intelligent Christian, that it is anti-scrip- 
tural; and as to the ignorant or infidel class of men, | have nothing toex- 
pect from them. 


[To be Continued. ] 
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In pra t t 
Ir has been reckoned the duty of a candid Reviewer to dwell on the 
excellencies as well as the defects of his author—to point out lis elegan- 
«jes, as well as to note his blemishes, and so to treat his work that “ beau- 


ties as well as faults be brought to view.” [But it is the characteristic of 
a critic of little taste, or learning, that he studiously, passes over whatever 
may be most worthy ot approbation in the writings of an author, while 


he diligently hunts out and magnifies litthe mistakes and inaccuracies. 
Navy if an elegant, or bold and glowing « xpression; a verbum ardens as 
Cicero would have said, is to be found in a whole book, it is like to be the 
very expression that our undiscerning critic will attack with the greatest 
everity. 

\ rather curious specimen of this sort of criticism appeared in the May 
number of the Religious Monitor. It is entitled “Jtemarks on an article 
headed ‘Repentance, a Tract, by the Rev. Alexander Bullions, D. D., 
Cambridge, New-York.’ in the 7th and 8th Nos. of the present volume ot 
the Monitor. As it can scarcely be expected, that any thing like a re- 
view of a review can be a welcome article to the editor of a periodical, 
in what fellows I will study the utmost brevity, that 1 may occupy but 
little space in your pages. 


rT > es : ‘ 
rhe Reviewer seems to take exception to the author’s name and titles 


being appended to his work. But it is difficult to see why he should be 
blamed for this. It is a mere matter of taste, and according to the pro- 
verb—De custibus nil d utandum. Besides, it accords well with the 
bold and honest character of the ithor of this tract, to state his senti- 
ments o times also L person’s name is no way celebra- 
ted, and he m L\ have no uUth » 2a x to it, he m Ly be willing to con- 
eeal it like this reviewer and n yself; none of which things may,have 
any weight with an author who has been dignified with the title of D. D. 
But passing this, which perhaps was not worth minding, I will proces d 


to notice the remarks of in ; it vicwer. 
lhe first thing that claims our attention is the remark about the savy- 
ing of the Epicurean Philosopher. It appears the following « xpression 


occurs in the Tract, viz: “The knowledge of sin, said an Epicurean Phi- 
losopher, is the beginning of safety.” ‘The Reviewer considers it objec- 
tionable in the Doctor to quote trom the Epicurean, and thinks it must be 
oilensive to pious people in general. “1 am_ persuaded,” says he, “ that 
most serious persons, under a due feeling of reverence for the word of 


God, would be r} eved to see the manne: n which a sentiment from a 
heathen is introduced and confirmed.” Not having any very intimate 
acquaintance with the Epicurean Philosophy, | would not wish to be un- 
derstood as defending the opinions and dogmas of that sect. Still, how- 
ever, if a sentiment be correctin itself, | eannot see how it can be any 
thing the worse for having been repeated by an Epicurean Philosopher. 
it may indeed be, as is conjectured by the Reviewer, that some serious 
persons may be crieved at seeing the sentiment of an ipicurean ‘“ introdu- 
ced and confirmed,” but surely their grief will be entirely without rea- 
son. And I am inclined to think that a much greater number oi serious 
persons will be glad to find that even a heathen was right in some things, 
although he might be wrong in too m iny of his opinions. If, therefore, 
the sentiment be correct in itself, I have no doubt the Doctor was quite 
right in introducing and confirming it; and I have as little doubt that 
most serious persons will be very well pleased to sec it, for it is reasona 
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ble to think that serious persons would rather find another person to have 
been right than wrong, even if he should happen to be an Mpicurean Phi- 
losopher. 

Moreover, besides the reasonableness of the thing, the Doctor is in this 
case kept in countenance by the example of the apostle Paul. When he dis- 
puted with the Epicureans and Stoics at Athens, he repeated certain say- 
ings of their own poets, who had taught the same doctrine that he was in- 
culcating. (Acts xvii: 28. In this passage it has been thought he might 
refer to Arratus, or to Homer, or Hesiod. all of whom had advanced the 
same sentiment. Now [have never understood that “serious persons, 


under a due feeling of reverence for the word of God,” have been “grie- 
ved” because the apostle Paul introduced and confirmed a sentiment that 
had been held by some heathens. And if they are not grieved at the 
apostle, why should they be grieved at Dr. Bullions! For in this ease it 
appears to be impossible to blame the Doctor without censuring the apos- 
tle, for they both quoted from heathens. 

Having shewn that the Doetor is, in this instance, fully sustained by 
apostolic authority, which it is hoped will not be called in question, we may 
now consider the quotation its 
ginning of safety.” ‘This the ' 
sound sense.’ And the question very naturally arises, Why did he not 
then understand it in “a sound sense,” and so let it rest One would 
have thought this would have been satisfactory to most candid, not to say 
le no sooner asserts that the 
expression will admit of an interpretation that is sound and harmless, 


than he attempts to put such a construction upon it as will render it ‘‘ er- 


elf, viz: “The knowledge of sin is the be- 


RC Vit wer admits “"“may be understood in a 


Serious persons. But not so to our cr) 


roneous” and “ dangerous.” This is the more inexcusable from the consid- 
eration that the sense, in which it is used DY the Doctor, is limited and 
defined, both by the general character of the Tract and by the immediate 
context. lt is distinctly stated in the Trae t. that in evangelical repent- 
ance, there is an apprehension of the mercy of God in Christ, through the 
instrumentality of faith. And it is said to be a canon of criticism, as I 
think it is a law of common sense, that any expression in a work that may 
be thought doubtful, ought to be ' : 
with the general principles laid down | \ the «author. According to this 
rule, the knowledge of sin will ap var to be the b inning of safety, in no 
other way than it discovers to the sinner his guilt and danger, that he 
may be led to the Lord J sus Christ foi safety. It isin this way that the 


understood in the sense most consistent 


law, by which is the knowledge of sin, is a schoolmaster to bring us to 
Christ, that we may be justified by faith. 
This interpret ition Is sanctioned by the context lor it is immediate 


ly added, “some are so ignorant of the Jaw of God, that they know not 
when they keep or violate it.” But the knowledge of in is the beginning 
of safety, because by this knowledge we discover our danger, which is 
essential to our safety, inasmuch as a sinner, without the knowledge of 
his sin, cannot be persuaded that he needs a saviour. It thus appears 
that the expression in question, as used by the author of the Tract, mere- 
ly asserts that the knowledge of sin is essential to safety, and with this 
the application of redemption begins, according to the well established 
doctrine of the Catechism. “Eilectual ealling is the work of God’s Spirit, 
whereby convincing us of our sin and misery, enlightening our minds in 
the knowledge of Christ, and renewing our wills, he doth persuade and 
enable us to embrace Jesus Christ, freely offered to us in the gospel.” 
But the Reviewer contends “that the expression of the Epicurean, as 
it there stands, is susceptible of an erroneous meaning.” ‘This reminds 
me of a certain traveller, who enquired the way to a particular place he 
meant to visit, and who, after he was shown the way, still asked his di. 
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rector, But can I not get off the road To be sure you can, was the re- 
ply. But what would you do off the road!» So our critic is not content 


with an expression that admits of a “sound sense.” To please him, it 
must not even be “susceptible of an erroneous meaning.” But this is 


too much to be expected from fallible and erring man, as his own writings 
abundantly prove. ‘They are indeed but too “susceptible of an errone- 
ous meaning.” ‘To say nothing about the penitent being, safely anchored 


} 


ona rock, which may indeed be amost « itical oul ( f Spee h. but it is 


certainly contrary to the common usages of language, and no doubt it 
would incur the censure of Captain Hall, who maintains that ships should 
always be kept as far as possible from rocks, especially in a stormy sea- 
son,) will not the expression in page 362, viz: “ The scripture plainly 
assures the sinner, that there is no safety for him, while he is under sen- 
tence of condemnation.” admit of “an erroneous meaning!’ Some se- 
vere critic, from this expression of our Reviewer, might think him un- 
sound on the cardinal doctrine of election. For if it be admitted that 
God, from all eternity, elected some to everlasting life, surely there never 
could be a time when it could be truly said. there was no safety for any 
of the elect. lor their safety is n ide to de pe nd exclusively on the good 
pleasure of God, and he hath appoint d them to obtain salvation by Jesus 
Christ. The apostle says, (Rom. v: 8,) “God commendeth his love to- 
ward us, in that, while we were yet sinners, Christ died for us.” How 
then can it even be truly said, there is no safety for elect sinners. 


Again it is stated in the same 


nage, that “there is a knowledge of sin, 
which so far from sc] elng the bye rinning of! safety,” “* dire tly hurls Into 
the vortex of despair.” Is this expression not also susceptible of an er- 


roneous meaning? Ifwe were to follow the example of the Reviewer, 
we must understand him as teaching that legal repentance necessarily is- 
sues in despair, because some individuals under law terrors have commit- 
ted suicide. Sut surely this would be a very erroneous doctrine, and if 
generally reduced to practice, would be a very dangerous, as well as fatal 
doctrine. But I have no disposition to put any such interpretation on the 
language of the Reviewer. On the contrary, | am willing to understand 
them in the very soundest sense of which they are susceptible. And I 
have written these few lines with the charitable intention of persuading 
him to put the same sort of construction on the language of his neighbor, 
of which his own stands so much in need. 


[ had intended to make some observations on the following part of this 


review, but it is all so much of a piece with that which has been the sub- 
iect of the forecoing remarks, that they may be briefly despatched. 


| can see no obiection to the hrase, “as true as TOS pe % if it be con- 
ceded that the gospel is true, and provided it be spoken seriously. — It is 
objected that it is unsavoury to the people of God, because it may have 


been uS¢ d by the profane and ir) i@wrous : but if we are to refrain trom 


using all the expressions that have been misused by the profane and impi- 
. ‘ i 
ous, we might abandon to their sole and separate use, the greater part of 


the terms in use among theologians. At this rate divine ti 


/ 
— 


be reckoned unsavoury. 

[ pass without remark, the witticism about the arsenic, as containing 
but little humour, and because | have no inclination to handle poison with- 
out necessity. 

I admit that the Doctor, in giving an account of what Christ, as Medi- 
ator, has done, has not said all that he might have said on the head of 
his priestly office. But, as this is the first time I ever heard of Dr. B.’s 
saying too little on any subject, I think he may well be excused for this 
time, if it were no more than for the singularity of the thing. 


It is said in the Tract, that “in adults, legal repentance is properly the 
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precursor and preparation for evangelical repentance.” And again:— 
“Legal repentance may, and generally, if not uniformly, does precede 
faith.” ‘There is nothing at all erroncous in these expressions. But the 
Reviewer has treated them just in the same way that he treated the say- 
ing of the poor Epicurean. ‘Though they will admit of a “sound sense,’ 

he tries to make them erroneous and dangerous, by a forced construction. 
Because Dr. B. has said legal repentance may, and gener: ally, if not uni- 
formly, does precede faith, the Reviewer represents him as hi aving said 
that there is a necessar y connexion between legal repentance and faith, 
so that whoever has e xpe rienced legal repentance, will of necessity be- 
come a partaker of saving faith. But Dr. B. has said no such thing. Nei- 
ther will his language admit of any such construction. All that can be 
legitimately infered from it, is, that in the case of adults, the subjects of 
saving faith have gener: uly been convinced of sin by the law, and that in 
the hand of the Spirit, it was a schoolmaster to bring them to Christ. 
But it does not follow that all who are the subjects of legal repentance 
will necessarily believe in the Lord Jesus Christ and be saved. The ve- 
ry utmost that can be made of these expressions, is, that many who ex- 
perience the workings of legal repentance, at length find rest in Christ. 
It would be quite as unfair to infer from the Doctor’s language, that all 
the subjects of legal repentance believe unto salvation, as it would be to 
infer from the language of the Reviewer, that all the subjects of legal 
repentance must necessarily follow the example of Judas, who went and 
hanged himself. 

It issaid in the Tract, that ‘‘it is a sight by faith of Christ, as crucified, 
and of God, as reconciled, that produces that kindly sorrow which true 
penitents feel, and which brings them to Christ.” In remarking on this 
sentence, the Reviewer refers “to the grammatical rule that would,” as 
he says, “require the last which in the sentence, to refer to the same word 
to whic h the following which does;” viz: Kindly sorrow; and on this 
singular construction he founds the erroneous doctrine, that it is repent- 
ance that brings sinners to Christ. A sentiment which he says he does 
not believe Dr. B. entertains. 

In this last expressed article of his belief, I have no doubt the Review- 
er is perfectly correct. But it is to be regretted, that he has not thought 
fit to trouble the reader with the grammatical rule, that requires his con- 
struction of the sentence. Ihave acuriosity to see it, as I have an idea 
that it must be a newly invented one. According to the rule hitherto 
in use, it appears that when “several relative clauses follow one another, 
and have a similar dependance in respect to the antecedent, the same pro- 
noun must be employed in each.” According to this rule, perhaps the 
word which ought to have been repeated three times in the above sen- 
tence, had not the Doctor, from regard to elegance of diction, in one in- 
stance, used that instead of which, which grammarians say may be done 
occasionally, to avoid the too frequent repetition of the same word. But 
this does not alter the meaning of the sentence. The doctrine taught is 
precisely the same, whether it be allowed to stand as it is, or which be 
substituted for that. It indeed teaches very clearly, that it is a sight by 
faith of Christ crucified, and God reconciled, that produces true repent- 
ance, and brings the sinner to Christ. I need scarcely add, that I would 
like very well to see the Reviewer trouble the reader with the grammat- 
ical rule that would require the last which in the sentence, to refer to the 
same word to which tlie preceding which does 

The last article on which the Reviewer remarks, is treated much in 
the same way with those already noticed, and therefore need not detain 
us long. Under the head, “Motives to Repentance,” among other 


things, itis said, “ Till we repent, we remain under God’s sentence of 
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condemnation, and must perish.” From this and some other expressions 
of a like nature, the Reviewer attempts to represent Dr. B as teaching, 
that repentance is the condition of our justification before God, to the ex- 
clusion of the righteousness of Jesus Christ imputed to us.” And | ie adds 
with less charity than in a former instance, that they “would almost in 
duce the belief that Dr. B. had, | by some unaccountable oversight, actu- 
ally fallen into the sentiment.” 

| pass the distressing casualty of Dr. Bullion’s having “fallen into a 
sentiment,” without observation, because, although it may be an error in 
rhetoric, it may be harmless in divini ty. But the construction which the 
Reviewer ~~ upon the Doctor’s lan cuage, is of the most injurious ten- 
dency, and ought to be exposed. Dr B. at previously stated, that it is 
a sight by faith of Christ as crucified, and of God as reconciled, which 
produces true repentance, and also that repentance precedes not, but fol- 
lows faith. After this, he proceeds to show the necessity of repentance, 
and that it is essential to salvation. In discussing this subject, he uses 
the following expressions, viz: ‘‘ Till we repent, we remain under God's 


sentence of condemnation, and must perish.” “ Life and death are sus- 
pended on repentance.” ‘Remaining impenitent, we are condemned ; 
repenting, our sins are blotted out, and we ourselves are saved.” Here 


candor requires us to admit that other expressions might have been used 
to advantage ; still, if these be considered in their connexion, they cannot 
be otherwise understood than, as strongly asserting the absolute necessi 
ty of repentance, and that without repentance, there can be no salvation. 
This is, I think, sufficiently evident, from its being stated in the Tract, 
that there is a looking to Christ by the eye of faith, previous to mourning 
for sin,” and also from a reference to the words of our Lord—“ Except 
ye repent, ye shall all likewise perish.” Now this is | re isely the doc- 
trine of the Catechism. It teaches that “'l'o escape the wrath and curse 
of God, due to us for sin, God requireth of us faith in Jesus ¢ ‘hrist, repent- 
ance unto life,” &c. 

I cannot see what objection the Reviewer can have to this doctrine, 
unless he means to say that sinners can be saved without repentance. To 
use his own phrase, one would be led to believe he has ‘ ‘fall n into this 
sentiment,” from his endeavoring to shew there is a diflerence between 
the words “ except,” and “till,” which he accuses the Doctor with hav- 
ing overlooked, and he refers us to several commentators on the place, 
and to Scott among others. I had the curiosity to look into Scott, and 
had the satisfaction to observe that he asserts the necessity of repentance 
much in the same way with Dr. b. For he considers the text ** appli- 
cable to the case of sinners in general, who must e eithe r repent or perish 
miserably by the just judgment of God upon them.” And indeed it ought 
not to be viewed in any other light, than an intimation to the sinners to 
whom it was first addressed, as well as to all others who might hear it. 
that if they persisted in impenitence, they will surely perish. ‘This is ex- 
actly whi it the Doctor says; but it is by no means satisfactory to his Re- 
viewer, which would induce the belief, that in his opinion, sinners may 
be saved without repentance. 

The general tenor of the Reviewer’s remarks on this subject would al- 
so lead to the same conclusion. ‘The Doctor had stated that the impeni- 
tent cannot find admission into heaven. With this his Reviewer is by no 
means satisfied; and it is difficult to see what objection he can have to 
it, unless he think that they can. In the course of his reasoning, he takes 
occasion to state, that justific ation and pardon, and admission into heaven, 
are the same thing. “Pardon of sin,” says he, “and admission into hea- 
ven, or acc eptance with God, is justification.” But this statement is so 
manifestly erroneous, that it scarcely needs to be refuted. For were it 
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true. it would at once exclude from the b nefits of justification, all the 
saints on earth, who are living by lath. And this would be contrary to 
the express words of Christ, John iii: 86.) ‘*He that believeth on the 
Son. hath everlasting life.” 

The Reviewer further asks, ‘Can the sinner not lay hold on Christ, as 
set before him in the gospel offer, until he has found his heart weaned 


| 


from sin.” Now it isa blessed truth, that Christ is freely offered in the 
pel to the chief of sinners, who are invited to believe in the Lord Je- 
sus Christ, and they shall be saved. Yet there can be no cordial recep- 
tion of Christ by faith while the heart remains hard and impenitent. For 
although faith be the alone instrument of justification, “ yet,” says the 
Confession of Faith, ‘is it not alone in the person justified, but is ever ac- 
companied with all other saving graces.” Faith and repentance are in- 
deed different graces, and are distinct subjects of thought and discourse, 
and we are in the habit of speaking of faith as preceding repentance, ne- 
vertheless no one can be made a partaker of saving faith without expe- 
riencing repentance. Repentance is a saving grace as well as faith. Both 
of them are essential to salvation. Hence itis said in the Confession of 
Faith, that repentance is “of such necessity to all sinners, that none may 
expect pardon without it.” Surely then Dr. B. ought not to be blamed 
for saying that the impenitent cannot find admission into heaven without 
repentance. 

It is singular, that the very text quoted by the Reviewer on this sub- 
ject, confirms the statement of Dr. B. It is Matt. ix: 13. “1am not 
come to call the righteous, but sinners, to repentance.” ‘This proves that 


(ros 


the way in which Christ saves his people, is not by allowing them to con- 
tinue in the love of sin, but by bringing them to repentance. I would 
have been willing to have dwelt at some length on this subject, were it 
not that these observations have been drawn out to too great length al- 
ready. I shall therefore conclude, with the single remark, that my ob- 


ject Is not so much to expose the errors of this critic, as to extract the 


sting from the tail of his « rivicism, and to Wipe away thie re proach of he - 
be 


resy, undeservedly cast on a Reverend Divine, who appears to me to 
sulhiciently orthodox. A. 


Art. lV. To Correspondents. 


‘To prevent mistakes, or inferences, which might prove myarioas to the 
circulation and usefuluess of the Monitor, it is incumbent on us to explain 
more fully the principles by which we endeavor to be governed in rela- 
tion to articles oflered for insertion in our pages. 

\t an early period of our progress it was announced that original com- 
munications, trom any of the Ministers of the Associate Church, would be 
inserted. ‘This was done with a view to obtain a respectable quantity 
of new matter. But we never intended by this license, to deprive either 


i 


ourselves or others of the privilege of candid and fair criticism on any 
thing that might appear, nor do we suppose that any have so understood 
the matter. But in matters not really important, it has been judged most 


t 


judicious to let them pass without comment. lest we should appear to be 
it 


impertinent, if not invidious. We allude to such things as obscuritv of 


meaning, peculiar modes of expression, inconclusive reasoning, and some- 


times inaccuracy of sentiment, which are occasionally found in a great 


majority of writers. Therefore we desire not to be held res| onsible for 








every expression found in the writings of correspondents, the responsibil 
ty resting upon the writers themselves. Such as would ipply this rule 
to the conduct rs ofa periodical, would, if place din like circumstances, 


soon discover its injustice If the general tendency of the work be to 
vindicate truth, and if nothing should find its way into its pages calcula- 
ted to unsettle the minds of the people as to any aru ot their public 
profession, it is about as much as should be r quired, 

Keeping these principles as nearly in view as possible, as being the 
best we could adopt, many eLpress ys have issed Without remark, W th 


which we could not agree, believing that any note or comment, which we 
might make, would increase rather than diminish the evil. especially in 
cases where the writer's name was appen 
thing,) where it was genera 
respecting prayer, page 330, and the “ Tract on Repentance,” were admit- 
ted without comment. 

On the principles explained above, many articles have alse been ad- 


, or (which is much the same 


| 
‘ally known. On this principle, some remarks 


mitted, the seasonableness, or expediency of which, might at least be 


questioned. It was so in nent on to the controversy respecting * th pre- 
vious public ation of the pur) pose of marr oe.” and one of the writers then 


claimed to be heard, on this \ ‘ry ground.* It was so in relation to the 
Review of the Tract: and is so now in relation to the “Observations” of 
A. on that Review, which will be found in the present number. It is 
true, the introduction of the | 

respecting its Insertion ; but it was well known that it would have given 
oflence to have payee it: and under all circumstances, however 
much its expediency may have been doubted, it could not well be refused 
without claiming doe the writer of the Tract exemption from criticism, 
which it is presumed no writer desires. 

After much deliberation, we have come to the determination, so far to 
depart from our ordinary rule respecting the admission of articles design- 
ed for our pages, as to admit nothing further, (unless, indeed, something 
should be offered especially tending to the defence of the truth and the 


i 
> > nie *t ley the a . { ‘ 
vevieW purports, to leave the decision to us 


edification of readers,) respecting either the “Tract,” the “ Review,” o1 
the ‘‘ Observations” on that “ean. for the eins reasons: 
1. The name of the author of the Tract hav ing been appended to lf, 


the minds of some appear to have been divert d wh LY trom the Tra t 
to the author. 2. ‘The Reviewer appeared to labor un 
in his article from a fear that this would be the case. 3. The writer of 
the Remarks on the review, evidently founds his production on the sup- 
position that the Reviewer aimed rather at the author of the Tract than 
at the Tract ‘tself which is evident to us from the poetical quotation 
heading his article, and from other things contained in it. 4. It is evi- 
dent if the first three reasons be well taken, that no additional light will 
be shed upon the doctrine of Repenta ce, by allowing a discussion of this 
kind to goon. ‘These reasons are satisfactory to us, and we hope will be 
so to our readers. , 

In coming to this determination, we have seen the necessity. and 
the force of the Ap ystle’s declaration, that he knew “no man after the 
flesh ;’ and have imposed a necessity upon ourselves of noticing some 
things in the Tract, the Review, and the Observations on the Review. lest 
the reader should be left in doubt respecting some plain things, concert 
ing which there should be no doubt. 

As the doctrine of repentance is so p plainly laid down in our Standards 


’ 


and in a number of excellent Catechisms in general circulation, and is so 


frequently insisted upon from the pulpit, and is so highly practical in its 





"See Vol. IX. page 222, 


Vou. XI. 7 
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nature. that all our members probably posess a tolerable knowledge of 
this doctrine, and all have the means at hand for possessing a thorough 
knowledge of it, it would be unseasonable to say any thing directly re- 
specting it at present. Hence we shall barely attempt to rescue a few 
plain points from that obscurity in which they have been involved, by a 
few brief animadversions upon such passages in each of the above men- 
tioned articles, in the order in which they were published, as appear to us 
either to obscure the truth, or the sentiments of the writers commented 
upon. 

According to this arrangement, we commence with the Tract. At 
page 208 we find the following expressions: “ ‘The knowledge of sin, said 
in Epicurean philosopher, is the beginning of safety. This is true as gos- 
pel, and proved by this, that while all are sinners, there are few peni- 
fents. 

The first sentence, without some qualifying phrase, is, in our opinion, 
untrue; and the proot adduced in the second sentence makes it stil! 
worse, unless we take from it all meaning ;* for it supposes “ the know 
ledge of sin” to be the efficient cause of repentance ; else why is igno 
rance in the very next sentence said tobe “the true and sufficient cause’ 
! Let us see what this doctrine will prove. 

The knowledge of sin is the beginning of safety. The devils possess 
the knowledge of sin.t Therefore, the devils have begun to be safe. 
But lest any should cavil against this reasoning because the devils are not 
under a dispensation of grace, we will change the terms. Rom. i: 18, it 
is declared, that “the wrath of God is revealed against all who hold the 
truth in unrighteousness,” and holding the truth, certainly imphes know- 
ledge of sin. it will then stand thus: The knowledge of sin is the begin- 
ning of safety. They that hold the truth in unrighteousness, have the 
knowledge of sin. ‘Therefore, such as hold the truth in unrighteousness 
have begun to be safe. Thus we may see where this doctrine would lead 
us; from which we conclude that this saying of the Epicurian philosopher, 
said to be “true as gospel,” is not so. 

But let us not do the author of the Tract injustice ; he had laid downa 
position, as containing the first ingredient in repentance, in these words : 
‘Correct apprehensions of the abominable nature and fearful consequen- 
ees of sin, and also of God’s gracious character as the just God and the Sa- 
viour ;” and had just entered upon the proof and illustration of this posi- 
tion, when the saying of the Epicurian occurs ; and had he simply assert- 
ed, that “the knowledge of sin is the beginning of safety,” and left the 
Epicurian to his long and undisturbed repose, the expression we think 
would naturally have been qualified by the preposition under discussion, 
and we have no doubt was intended to be so qualified; and so the Review- 
er and A., and our humble selves might have saved our time, paper and 
ink; and what is of vastly greater consequence, our readers might have 
been saved the trouble of wading through so many pages of unprofitable 
and unedifying matter. For it will scarcely be maintained that the know- 
ledge of sin, spoken of by the Epicurean, was saving knowledge ; and this 
circumstance naturally leads the mind of the reader to suppose, that the 
author of the Tract spoke of the same kind of knowledge of sin, that the 
Epicurean intended. 

From the view we have taken of this subject, it will be observed, that 


of impenitence 











* We say, unless we take from it all meaning; for we are not quite sure, that it has any 
We tried it several different ways, and the best proposition we could make of it, is, ‘the know 
edge of sin is the beginning of safety,” beeause, while all are sinners, there are Sao penitents. 
Now we are utterly at a loss to discover any connection between the premise and conclusion, 
f the conclusion be not predicated on the assumption, that the knowledge of sin is the efficient 
cause of repentence. 

+ They are said to * believe and tremble;"’ this certainly implies knowledge of sin 








sve do not see the force of A.’s a) gy for the imtroduction of the Ep: 
‘urean, drawn from Acts xvii: 28; because the saying quoted by the 
Apostle is taught by the light of nature; but not so in regard to the say- 
ing quoted by the author of the Tract, taken in an evangelical sense ; and 
because the Apostle was writing under the direction of inspiration, and 
knew what was true; the author of the Tract was not, and therefore was 
not authorized to say of any human expression it “is true as gospel 3“ 
especially, unless its counterpart c uld be found in the :s riptures, which 
appears not to be the case in this instance. And furthermore, it cannot 


be said of any other writings, than the scriptures, taken as a whole, that 
they are “ true as gospel ;” and hence to say this of asingle sentence, car- 
ries in it an air of irreverence towards divine revelation. But let this 
matter pass, which perhaps has already been dwelt upon too long. 

It would be an useless repetition, to dwell any longer particularly on 
the Tract, or the Review, as we should in general repeat the sentiments 
of the Reviewer; for we have not been able to discover any thing in his 
reinarks materi: ad uneandid or unfair; nor any thing inaccurate, except 
ing the declaration, that ‘‘ Pardon of sin, admission into heaven, or ac 
ceptance with God. is justification.” The words “admission into heaven,” 
should have been omitted, unless the writer intended to refer to the open 
justification of all the people of God at the last day, which is not proba- 
ale, as such a reference was not called for in that place, and would have 
been in bad taste. But as A. has clearly pointed out this mistake, we 
shall pass on to a brief notice of some things contained in his observa- 
tions. 

It appears from the quotation heading A.’s observations, that he suppo 


} 
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sed the Reviewer was influenced by bitterness towards the author of the 
Tract. Of this we see no evidence ; but the contrary appears to us upon 
the face of the Review. ‘This however is a matter of opinion, concern- 
ing which every reader will form his own conclusion. 

The remarks in the first paragraph, respecting the duty of a critic, 
have a more immediate respect to lite rary beauties and de fects: but the 
Reviewer professed to comment upon the theology, not the Uiterature of 

Tract. 

As the Reviewer admits, that the saying, ‘‘the knowledge of sin is the 
beginning of safety,” ‘‘may be understood in a sound sense,” A. asks, 
“Why did he not then understand it ‘in a sound sense,’ and so let it 
rest?’ ‘To this question it may be replied, that it is not always safe to 
let things rest, which may be understood in a sound sense; because in 
such cases, in nine times out of ten, the ordinary reader will take the un- 
sound sense; and because the teachers of error almost invariably intro- 
duce their sentiments by using erroneous expressions which may be un- 
derstood in a sound sense. This is abundantly attested by the experl- 
ence of the church in every age; especially is this true in relation to 
phrases like that noticed by the Reviewer, page 363, respecting what 
Christ has done in his prie stly office, in which only a part of the truth is 
asserted ; and that part wouk 1 shelter under it the most pernicious errors, 
extensively prevalent in our day. 

A. seems to suppose that the expression of the Reviewer, page 362, that 
“the scripture plainly assures the sinner that there is no safety for him 
while he is under sentence of condemnation,’ may admit of the same 
kind of criticism, as that which the Reviewer has applied to some expres- 
sions of the Tract, as implying an objection against the doctrine of election! 
We think this ape ssion admits of no such criticism ; because it is in all 
respects true. So far from this declaration implying an objection against 
the doctrine of election in anv sense, that doctrine confirms the declara- 
tion; for the very purpose of election is to bring the sinner out from 








7 ) Cor re spond nis 


“under sentence of « mdemnation. * The golden and indissoluble chain, 
is. “whom he did predestinate, them he also called; and whom he called, 
them he also susTiF1ep; and whom he justified, them he also glorified.” 
(Rom. viii: 30.) Therefore, the safety of the elect sinner lies wholly in the 
le certainty that he sha/l be justified. Much more might be said 
s point, but we think it must be manifest to the weakest capacity 
that this saving differs widely from the declaration, that “there is no safe- 
1\ r elect s , 
" Avain: we are unable to sce that any “dangerous,” or “fatal doctrine,’ 
can be interred Irom the ¢ X pression, taken in its utmost latitude—“ that 
there is a knowledge of sin, which so far from being the beginning of 
safety, directly hurls into the vortex of despair.” According to the com- 
mo ik received definition of legal repentance, among sound divines, it is 


that which tlows from a dre ad of God's wrath, and in which the sinner is 
mostiy taken up with the Jat il cons quences of sin. If this would not 
hurl the sinner *‘ into the vortex of despair,” in the same proportion as 1 
Is expericnes a, we cannoteven concelve what would do SO. To Say that 
legal repentance may, or if you please, that it uniformly does precede 
evangelical repentance, 1s quite diflerent from the saying that legal re- 
pentance is the preparation for ev: ngelical repentance. For a state of 
condemnation uniformly pre cedes a state ah eaeen But to say that 
the former is a preparation for the latter, would be to say that, the longer 
asinner continues in his wickedness, so much the more prepared is he for 
being righteous. So, to say that legal repentance, which is neither a grace, 
nor a duty. but a sin, is a preparation for evangelical repentance, which is 
both a grace and a duty, is to say that sin is a preparation for graces and 
duties, which is absurd. 

As A. has adverted to rules of criticism, it is supposed that we may be 
permitted the same privilege. We have somewhere read some thing like 
the following: “ Never to look ” ease from an author than he profess- 
edly or impliedly intended to give.” It is believed that a recurrence to 
this rule would have saved a serious illustration of a serious subject, from 
the appellatiou— the witticism about the arsenic ;” and from being passed 
over as containing “little humor.” 

The controversy between the Reviewer and A. respecting the construc- 
tion of the relative pronoun, “which,” not coming within the scope of 
our publication, and not being very important, we pass it over, and re- 
commend the parties to some literary work, for a settlement of that ques- 
tion. 

We think the expressions,—“ till we repent we remain under sentence 


of condemnation’—* till the heart is weaned from sin, it cannot accept of 


the grace of the gospel”—and “ life and death are suspended on repent- 
ance,’ which A. at least palliates, can neither be taken in a sound sense, 
nor successtully vindicated. 

The first cannot be true; because union to Christ, faith and justifica- 
tion, all, in the order of nature, precede repentance ; and justification is a 
simple. instantancous act of God, in which the sentence of condemnation 
is removed; but repentance as exercised by the penitent, and this is that 
of which the writer of the Tract was speaking, isa comp ex and contin- 


uous act. Hence it follows conclusive ly that this saying cannot be true ; 


for as we have seen, its opposite is true, to wit: ti ill we are justified, we 
remain wmpenifent. 

The second cannot be true, as the Reviewer has shown, page 366, and 
as is shown in the third particular of the note to page 367, to which the 
reader is referred. But we may add, that it is conceded, that a a 
of the heart from sin commences when faith begins to be acted; yet this 
does not help the expression, because faith is the first in the wa of na 








ture, and accepting the grace of the gospel is an act of faith. heretore, 
if we retain the phraseology ot the expression, its opposite will be found 
true, towit: ‘till the heart accept the ce of th ospel, it cannot be 


weaned from sin.” And to this correspond the words of Christ: ‘ With- 


out separate from) me, ve can do nothn Moreover, it n ay be ob- 
served that this saving carries its own condemnation on its front; for 


the heart be weaned from sin it has no necessity for accepting either of 
Christ, or the grace of the mwospel; al d it would be as inconsistent for it 
to accept the orace of the gospel, as it Would for the angels In heaven to 
do so. 


This is a point of the highest moment, and we are reluctant to dismiss 
if. It was one of the main grounds of the controversy between the fa- 
thers of the Secession and the General Assembly of the Church of Scot- 
land. And if any one doctrine, more than another, has distinguished the 
Secession Church from other denominations, it has been the untramelled 
offer of the gospel to all within its sound; neither restricting it to the sen- 
sible, nor the penitent sinner, but exhorting all, ‘the stout-hearted, and 
far from righteousness,” the vile and the unbelieving, in the name of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, and commanding them by his authority to receive him 
and at last the enjoyment of Godin heaven. And it is this that gives the 
deepest die of malignity to the rejection of the gospel ofler, and aggra- 


and his righteousness by faith, for justification, repentance, sanctification, 


vates the condemnation of gospel despisers to a degree, that the scenes of 
eternity alone can fathom. But if this saying were true, the despisers of 
the gospel would remain on a level with the heathen as to the degree of 
their guilt, and the declaration of our Lord (Luke x: 14.) would no long- 

be true, that “it shall be more tolerable for Tyre and Sydon at the 
the judgment” than for those cities, which received not his apostles and 
disciples.* 


* The General Assembly of the Church of S 
strongest terms, the following proposition advanc 


That it is not sound and orthodox to teach 


1717, condemn, in the 


of Auchterarder, viz: 





hi ce sin in order to our co 
ming to Christ, and instating us in covenant with God,’ for, the General Assembly ‘ declare 
their abhorrence of the aforesaid proposition, as unsound and most detestable.” 

Qn this deed of the Assembly, the Assoziate Presbytery, in their ‘*Act cone 
trine of Grace,’’ speak as follows : ; : 


rning the Doc 


‘‘Now, if this proposition is to be abhorred as unsound and most detestable, namely, that it 


is not sound and orthodox to teach, that we must forsake sin in order to our coming to Christ, 
and instating us in covenant with God; then, according to that act of Assembly, it would be 
sound doctrine to teach, That a sinner must f 1ke his sin in order to his ¢ ng to Christ, 
or, which is the same thing, That itis a man's duty to forsake his sin, in order to his coming 
to Christ; but this is evidently contrary to scripture: For 

1. Although it is t inquestionable duty of the creature to forsake and abandon whatever 
ts forbidden by the law of his Creator: yet, since life and mortality are brought to light by 
the gospel, the law binds to the observation of that order and connexion of duti which is laid 
out in the word of grace; and it is plain that the first and leading duty, required in the law, 
npon the revelation of the grace of God in the promise of the gospel, is, ‘ to believe that re 
port; for without faith it is impossible to please God.’ (Heb. xi: 6.) ‘He that believeth on the 
Son —_ everlast ng lite; he that believeth not the Son shall not see life, but the wrath of 
God abideth on him. John iii: 36 Hence it follows, that according to scripture, every act 


of the soul, as performed by a person before saving faith or coming to Christ, is sin; for what 
soever is not of faith is sin, and therefore cannot be a forsaking of sin. 

2. As the above act of Assembly is contrary to the scripture order and connexion of duties, 
80 likewise it is contrary to that order of gracious operation held forth in scripture; for out 
forsaking of sin (being a branch of true re pentance, importing the purification of the heart, and 
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the exercise of love, which is the fulfilling of the law) is in scripture expressly declared to be 
a fruit of faith, which faith is the soul’s coming to Christ; and « nsequently to maintain, that 
we must forsake sin in order to our coming to Christ, is as much as to say, we must have re 
pentance, purity of heart, and love, in order to our believing in Christ; whereas, on the con- 
trary, the Lord hath declared in his word, that faith worketh by love; that he pur fies the heart 
of his people by faith, and has promised, that they shall look upon him whom they have pier- 
ced, and shall mourn for him. According to the Assembly’s doctrine, our forsaking of sin, 
which is the removal of the soul’s disease, must be at I ray ynmenced or begun, in order to 


our coming to him who is the physician; and that we must repent of our sin in order to our 
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Finally: If the first two sayings cannot be maintained, the third falls 
to the ground of necessity. But it may be observed on this saying, that 
“Jife and death are suspended on repentance ;’ that when one thing is 
said to be suspended on another, it supposes the thing on which it is sus- 
pended, to be either the efficient or procuring cause of that thing. To 
illustrate this—A. contracts with B. to perform a certain service, and B. 
promises a certain reward, on the performance of that service. Here 
the reward is suspended on the performance of the stipulated service ; 
and the service being performed, and the promise having been made good, 
LB. is the efficient cause, and A.’s service the procuring cause of the re- 
ward. So, if ‘life and death be suspended on repentance,” then repent- 
ance is the procuring cause of life, which is not true. Moreover, repent- 
ance, as it is exercised by the penitent, is a good work, and we think it 
would startle A. himself to hear the doctrine taught, that life and death 
are suspended upon good works. Nor will it help the matter, but make 
it worse, to say that the author of the Tract was urging motives to re- 


ceming to him, who is exalted to give repentance as well as forgiveness of sins: whereas the 
Spirit of God, in scripture, has declared that God haying raised up his Son Jesus, hath sent 
him to bless us, in turning away every one of us from hisiniquities: and that sinners are called 
and invited to look and come to Christ for salvation, both from sin and wrath, and this without 
regard unto any previous qualifications in them. This coming is indeed inconsistent with a 


resolution to go on in sin: yet itis plain that no sinner can wash himself before he come to the 
fountain opened for sin and uncleanness; whereas the Assembly have inverted this order, and 
have said upon the matter, that we must be holy, or so and so qualified, in order to our coming 


to Christ, or having a vital union with him; which is the very soul of Neonomian and Armini 


an doctrine. According to scripture, all gracious actings of the soul, whereof the forsaking of 
sin is an eminent one, flow from that virtue and influence, which is derived from Chrast the 
true vine, and that ina way of fuith’s union with him; since without him, or separate from 
him, we ean do nothing; and therefore it is vain to pretend to any gracious, evangelical or ac 
ceptable act, but by virtue of grace and strength derived from Christ, or until the soul come 
to Christ, and be united to him, as the living root, and fountain of all gracious influence. 
As forsaking ofsin is no small part of conversion, so the above act of Assembly evidently 
tends to exalt man’s natural powers, and his own ability to convert himself, or prepare him- 
thereunto; and thus it greatly favors the Pelagian doctrine on this head, expressly contra- 


ry to scripture, which declares, that naturally we are dead in trespasses and sins; without 
strength, yea, that our mind is enmity against God. 


‘Wherefore the Presbytery did, and hereby do, upon the grounds and reasons above mention- 
ed, conpEMN the following propositions, as unsound doctrine. 1. That (notwithstanding the 
aforesaid gospel order and connection of duties) mankind sinners must forsake their sins, in 


order to their coming to Christ, and being instated in covenant with God. 2. Thata natural 
man ean of himself forsake his sin; or, that he can receive any strength from Christ, to enable 
him to forsake sin in a spiritual and evangelical manner, until by the power of the Spirit of 
Christ working faith in him, he come to Christ, is united to him, and thus created in Christ 
Jesus unto good works. 3. That any good or commendable qualifications are required or ex- 
pected of sinners, in the gospel call or offer, in order to their coming to Christ, and being in- 
stated in covenant with God. All wliich propositions are contrary to the doctrines held forth 
from the holy scriptures in our Confession of Faith, chap. ix: § 3. ‘‘Man by his fall into a state 
of sin, hath wholly lost all ability of will to any spiritual good accompanying salvation; so asa 
natural man, being altogether averse from that good, and dead in sin, is not able, by his own 
strength, to convert himself, or to prepare himself thereunto.’’ And Chap. xiv: § 1. where the 
principal acts of saving faith are said to be, “ accepting, receiving, ana resting upon Christ 
alone for—sanetification,” whereot forsaking sin is a branch. 

‘«And the Presbytery acknowledge, assert and declare, that it is the duty of all, upon the re. 
velation of Christ in the gospel, and without looking for any previous qualifications in them- 
selves, instantly to believe in him for salvation, both from sin and wrath; and that, in so doing 
only, they will be made, in a gospel manner, to mourn for sin, forsake it, and live unto right- 
eousness; so that it is not possible for any man, of himself, to forsake his sins, nor is it incon- 
sistent with the divine method of grace held forth in the gospel, that a sinner should receive 
strength and grace to forsake his sins, or actually to exercise gospel repentance, until he is de- 
termined and enabled by the power of the Spirit of faith, to look or come to Christ, the Prince 
and Saviour exalted to give repentance and forgiveness of sins. 

‘‘Therefore upon the grounds and reasons aforesaid, the Presbytery exhdrt and warn all un- 
der their inspection to be aware of every doctrine that has a tendency to pervert the gospel or- 
der in the manner above condemned; or to exalt corrupt nature unto ability of will to any 
spiritual good accompanying salvation: as the above doctrine, of forsaking our sin in order to 
our coming to Christ, manifestly doth; in regard a natural man can no more forsake his sin, 
or qualify himself for the grace of God, than the Ethiopian can change his skin, or the leopard 
his spots, according to the doctrine contained in the aforesaid passages of our Confession, and 
in our Larger Catechism, Q. 32.” 
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penlance ; tol while its necessity may be urged as a motive, yel to urge 
us a motive, that life and death are suspended upon it, appears to us to 
be the very essence of legalism. 

This doctrine makes nothing against the necessity of repentance, as A 
seems to suppose ; fo repentance is necessary, as it Is inseparably con- 
nected with, and is in fact a part ot s ilvation. ‘The necessity of repent- 
ance, is the doctrine taught (Luke xiii: 3, 5,) without any reference to its 
peculiar offices, or the place it occupies in the scheme of salvation.* And 
in order to derive the least countenance trom this text !n support of the 
first expression animadverted upon, it would be necessary to render éav jam, 
till, while their uniform renderings are except, unless, if not.t Besides, 
while the rendering of éav w4 by the word ti//, would not help this expres- 
sion, it would make the the text declare, that sinners perish till they re- 
pent, whereas they do not perish till all opportunity for repentance is re- 
moved. 

Therefore, if we be not altogether in the dark, it will be seen that it 
required no very great stretch of candor in A. to admit ‘“‘that other e2- 
pressions might have been used to advantage’! It is however to be re- 
gretted that the author of the Tract had not himself, instead of his friend 
A., responded to the Reviewer; for it is matter of deep interest to the 
church to know whether he really maintains these sentiments or not. 

But in order to remove all doubts respecting the candor of <A.’s obser- 
vations, we beg leave to refer the reader to page 48, where all must agree 
with him, that the writer of the Tract “ought not to be blamed for say- 
ing that the impenitent cannot find admission into heaven without repent- 
ance.” Hud the Reviewer blamed him for a sentiment like this, he would 
have condemned the truth, and exposed himself to merited rebuke. And 
had any thing like this appeared in the Review, it would have justified 
the charge of unfairness implied against him by the whole tenor of 
A.’s observations. 

In conclusion, A. says: ‘‘ My object is not so much to expose the er- 
rors of this critic, as to extract the sting from the tail of his criticism, and 
to wipe away the reproach of heresy undeservedly cast on a Reverend 
Divine, who ap pears to me to be sufficiently orthodox.” Here, it is be- 
lieved, lies the whole diffic ulty of this affair. ‘The Tract must be swal- 
lowed. right or wrong, and the Reviewer condemned, because ‘ta Reve 
rend Divine” stands in the way. ‘To this circumstance we ascribe all 
those things in the observations of A., which we have seen it a duty to 
notice, seeing that few men possess all those qualifications requisite to con! 
stitute a fine writer, in a greater degree than A., and that he has the fac ulty 
of diffusing an interest into his produc tions, whic h secures for them a rea- 
ding, even in cases where his sentiments are not received. For we hold that 
the object of every writer should be not so much to reproach any human 


*The text in Luke xiii: 3. does not hold forth a connection between repentance and pardon, 
but only between not repenting and perishing. There is a great difference between these two 
connections. Let the argument be this: Except ye repent, ye shall perish. Therefore, if ye 
do repent, ye shall live. Here, as Mr. Boston observes, ‘‘the consequent is true, but the 
consequence is naught.” It is no better reasoning than it would be to say, Because he 
who does not pray, shall perish: therefore he, who prays, shall be saved. To this purpose is 
Calvin’s answer to the Papists, when they allege, that men must be justified by their good works, 
because they are condemned for the want of them. Calvin's Institutions, Book iii. Chap. xviii. 
sect. 10. The contraries here, says Mr. Calvin, are not equal: for one deviation, however 
small, from the pure and perfect rule of God's law, renders a person unrighteous and liable to 
eternal death. (Jam. ii. 10.) But it is not one nora few good works, but an unremitted course 
of obedience, without any the least defect, that will constitute a person righteous in the sight 
of God. And it is a maxim with regard to a particular action, That it is not morally good, un- 
~ it has all the requisites of a good work: the want of one of them rerders it evil.—Dr. An 
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being; nor yet so much to “wipe away” reproach, deservedly or * wide 
servedly” cast upon another, as to vindicate truth and “expose error.” 

But Bie one may be ready to inquire, why have we entered upon «a 

serious argument, to disprove the truth of two or three expressions, which 
may have occurred inadvertantly, and which the author, for aught we 
know, would disclaim? To such an inquiry we reply, that these expres- 
sions have been respectfully pointed out to the author, as being errone- 
ous, and he has neither explained nor disclaimed them ; but on the con- 
trary another individual has stepped forth in their vindication, and en- 
deavored to maintain that their author is ‘ sufficiently orthodox,” in the 
use of them. ‘This not only furnished a sufficient reason for the course 
ve have taken, but demanded it. No doubt A. has been influenced by a 
commendable zeal to defend a brother; but this must not be done at the 
expense of precious truth, even though that brother should be “a Rever- 
end Divine.” For it is a mournful truth, that the hedges about Zion have 
been broken down, and her land marks removed, almost uniformly by 
Reverend Divines. Need we refer to instances? Who was it that in our 
own day stabbed the Associate Reformed Church, almost to her vitals, 
and accomplished more towards unsettling the faith and order of the 
Churches of the Reformation, than the whole body of laymen in the Uni- 
ted States? We do not ascribe any such motives or intentions to the 
writer of the Tract. But if the friends of that gentleman were anxious 
to produce such a result, they could not more effectually accomplish their 
purpose, than by Justily ing his errors, and condemning all who point them 
out, with a view to their correction, as being actuated by improper mo- 
tives. And here it may be asked, why this ridicule and implied charge 
of bitterness against the Reviewer? Such things always savor of a bad 
cause. ‘These are the weapons now so successfully wielded by the cor- 
rupt majority in the General Assembly. Supposing the Reviewer was 
actuated by the most malignant spirit, yet if the Tract be invulnerable, 
the friends of its author need not be troubled to search for the motives of 
such as praise or blame. Let the question be stripped of these extrane- 
ous matters. ‘The expressions that have been objected to, are either true 
or false. If true, let that be proved; if erroneous, let that be acknow- 
ledged. 

But, says an objector, the true doctrine is taught in the Tract, and, 
therefore, it was uncandid in the Reviewer to point out these erroneous 
expressions. The weight of this objection we are entirely willing to 
rest on a precedent which the writer of the Tract cannot object to, how- 
ever much it may be objected to by his friends. In a review of Dr. Be- 
man’s Sermons on the Atonement,* the author of that Review, after hav- 
ing placed a number of “mutually subversive statements,” in juxta-posi- 
tion, applys to them the strongest iF inguage of reprobation, such as—“ We 
live in an age of hy poe risy, in whic h good names are given to bad things, 
and a little truth is mixe -d with error, that it may the more effectually 
and fatally deceive. 

In concluding this delicate subject, it becomes us to say, that we re- 
gretted the appearance of the Tract, for we had reason to fear 
that it would call out an unfavorable review, if published without com 
ment; and we knew that any comment of ours would not be well receiv- 
ed. We knew, also, that to point out those expressions for correction, 
or to refuse the insertion of the Tract, would give offence, having before 
had some experience in this way, from the same quarter. We regretted 
the ap pearance of the Review; for we had indulged some hope, that 
the expressions criticised, w ould not have attracted particular attention, 


See 





*Religious Monitor, vol. ii: page 103—105. 














ae 


Proceedings of the General Assem ' 57 


and so would have passed off without criticism. And we regretted the 
appearance of A’s observations still more, because, as appears to us, A 
in his zeal to convict the Reviewer of an improper spirit, obscures some 
important truths. But since the Reviewer has clearly pointed out some 
erroneous expressions, they should not be vindicated even though they 
might cast some degree of censure upon their author; for truth is pl 
cious, and we are bound to maintain it, and cannot go back, whoever o 
whatever may stand in the way. It is not for us to speak of mot 


farther than they are declared and obvious; it is not for us to account 
unsound expressions which may be used by our correspondents; 

say what degrec of censure they merit, or whether they are censura 

all or not. But it is for us toredeem an often r ‘peated pledge 

ders, to maintain to the utmost of our power, the doctrir t ! 
mation, as these are maintained and witnessed for by the Associate Synod 
And so entirely conscious are we of being influenced by no other motir 


than the one now mentioned, that, while we have deemed it a duty to ex- 
clude any thing further directly respecting the Tract, we not only agre: 
to admit without any impeachment of motives, but with thankfulness, the 
correction of any error, into which we may have fallen, either now, or 
at any other time. 


Art. V. Proceedings of the General Assemb/y. 


Mr. Eprror—On the 30th of May, Mr. Jennings, of the Presbytery of Ohio, rosein 
his place and offered a resolution in opposition to some prevailing errors, which, bein; 
seconded, and a few remarks offered, was, on motion of Dr. ‘Tucker, of Troy, indefi 
nitely postponed, for the purpose of taking up the following, which \ with 
great unanimity, viz : 

‘* Resolved, That this Assembly cherish an unabated at em of 
doctrines contained in the standards of their fait 
against any departures from it: and they enjoin th ur 
members of the Presbyterian Church, and their t ip] all Ser ( 
stitutional methods.” 

This was considered by many as an e\ “f ( 
ayes and nays, on the subject of the post 
motion, as made by Mr. Jennings, might thus be put on the records. But 
tion being made, the call was withdrawn, 1 the understanding, expre 
refused, that the minority would have leave to enter their protest. 

On the 3d of June, thirty-nine members of issembly, over their proper si 
tures, offered the following 


‘“‘ The undersigned would respectfully ask leave to record their solemn protest against 
the decision of the General Assembly, by which the following resolution was rejected, 
viz: Resolved, That this Assembly, in accordance with a previous resolution which 
allows this body to condemn error in the abstract; and in accordance with our form of 
government which gives the General Assembly the privilege of warning and beari 
testimony against error in doctrine ; does hereby bear solemn testimony against the 
following errors, whether such errors be held in or out of the Presbyterian Chureh. 


. r ‘ . . ' 
viz: * That Adam was not the covenant head, or federal rejresentative of his posteri 


ty——That we have nothing to do with the first sin of Adam—T hat it is not imputed to his 


posterity— That infants have no moral characler—That all sin consists | luntary 
acts or exercises—That man, in his fallen state, is possessed of entire al to do what- 
ever God requires him to do, independently of any new power or abi ted to him 
by the gracious operations of the Holy Spirit—That regenerati act of the sin 
ner—That Christ did not become the legal substitute and surcty of sinners—That the 
atonement of Christ was not strictly vicarious— That the atonement ts made as much for 
the non-elect, as for the elect.’ 

‘“* We protest against the refusal to consider and act definitely upon the above rego 
lution. 


Vou. X. ~ 
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ae Because the errors al] ided to are contrary to the Scriptures and to our Contes 


sion of Faith, and are of a very pernicious tendency. 

‘©9, Because the Assembly was informed that such errors to a grest extent, per- 
vade our Jand, and are constantly circulating through our church, in books, pamphlets, 
and periodicals. : 


‘3. Because in the refusal to consider, and amend if necessary, and adopt the above 
esolution, this Assembly has, in our opinion, refused to discharge a solemn duty en- 
joined by the Confession of Faith, ahd loudly and imperiously called for by the circum 

tances of the church, 

‘* David M’Kinney, James Magraw, Ashbel Green, Samuel Boyd, E. H. Snowden, 
Simeon H. Crane, George Morris, A. Bayless, Robert Love, H. Campbell, Alexander 
M’Farlane; Wm. L. Breckinridge, Isaac V. Brown, James Scott, f. N. Candee, D. R. 
Preston. Loyal Young, William Sickles, Wm. Wrylic, Benjamin F. Spillman, James 
Blake, W. A. G. Posey, Cyrus Johnston, Benjamin M’Dowell, Edward Vanhorn, Wm. 
M’Comb, George Marshall, James M’Farren, 8S. M’Farren, Wm. Craig, James Rem 
ington, Jacob Green, C. Beers, Charles Woodward, J. Clark, Jacob Coon, John P. 
Vandyke, John W. Scott, James W. M’Kennan.” 

The protest being read, a motion was made that the protest be received ; which, af- 
ter considerable discussion, was rejected by a vote of 56 to 42. A motion was them 
made to record the ayes and nays, which motion was rejected by the Moderator pro. 
tem., as not being in order. An appeal from the chair was taken, when the house sus- 
tained the chatr. 

Thus the General Assembly resisted every attempt to have the motion of Mr. Jen 
nings recorded. , 

Against the recording of the protest it was argued—That the Constitution of the 
Church provides for recording the protests of a minority against acts done by the As- 
sembly, and not against its refusal to act; that the minutes should not be burdened ; 
that the newspapers were accessible and would circulate the protest ; that it was not 
judicious. By some it was asserted that they believed, and should vote, if called to 
vote, on the subjects referred to, with those who signed the protest, but they thought 
an expression on these subjects at this time was not called for. Oneimdividua] of hgh 
standing in the church, opposed the protest because some of the sentiments mentioned 
in the resolution of Mr. Jennings as errors, he believed to be truth, stated im the ab- 
stract, and he would maintain them, and was willing to answer to his Presbytery for 
maintaining them. He also declared, in reference to the sentiments of the resolution, 
"If this be heresy, I freely declare that I so worship the God of My fathers.” 

In favor of recording the protest, it was argued—That the rejected motion should 
have been put on the minutes—that when the request for the ayes and nays was with 
drawn, it was on the express condition that there should bea protest entered—that the 
hearing of the motion, and its postponement to take up a substitute were acts of this 
Assembly, and as such should have been recorded, but whether recorded or not, were 
distinct and definite acts, subject constitutionally to protest—that the protest was brief 
and respectful—that those who signed it were conscientious in the discharge of this 
duty, and wished, if the right was doubted, that courtesy might be so extended to 
them—that they did not wish to use the journals of the day to circulate their protest, 
as it was not their design to spread their grievances before the world, and thus induce 
an extended controversy, but merely to send the acts and doings of the Assembly to 
the Churches and Presbyteries, through the more certain and less public medium of the 
minutes—that there were serious difilerences and dangerous varieties of sentiment in 
the Church, and that a refusal to record this protest in the minutes would be ¢onsider- 
ed, by both the friends and opponents of our Confession of Faith, as an expression of 
this Assembly, in favor of those who speak lightly of our system of doctrines, and who 
do not preach in accordance with this ‘form of sound words”—that error always 
springs up in the Church, and is fostered under the protection of ‘‘ free interpretation,” 
‘liberty of thought,” ‘freedom of speech,” ‘‘ philosophical distinetion,” ‘‘ the spint 
of the age,” ‘‘ variety in modes of expression,” and other popular sentiments—and that 
if we would oppose error, we are instructed by history, that we must follow it througlr 
all its windings, in all its various forms of expression, of interpretation, and of philo- 
sophical distinction, and must expose it in every variety it may assume. 

There was manifested throughout the sessions of the Assembly, a peculiar sensitive- 
ness when points of doctrine were approached, and the effort on the part of the majori- 
ty to exclude every thing which would call forth an expression of doctrinal sentiment 
was unremitting. But, notwithstanding the persevering and combined effort to ex- 
clude all expressions on doctrines, still 60 important and vital a subject could not be en- 
tirely suppressed. On this subject there were in the Assembly evidently three 
classes. 

The first class is comprised of those who receive and maintain the doctrines of our 
church, as expressed ir her standards, in the obvious sense of the language, and who 
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. . . " . ‘ 
aye oP osed to innovotions in the manner of statine the fundamental! truths of ur re 
if1on,. [his class embraced about one-third of the Assembly. 

he second class profess not to dif esse! f t r, but take the lib 
erty t fa ' — : the ¢ Cc s 
a at oe 
They maint t of 1] S if 
ments in e t ‘ the 
rf faccicor , t ' es 
ec reception ff » eyvalem of aorirines (one tT Thé > at j¢ t ( : o at 
ne embraced, in the abstract, sor t the ents alluded to} ition on 


which the protest f ‘ \ 5 ofl l : 
But, as before remarked, every t! ' ther and ict 
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expression ol ( ina} sentiment was s : : f tor the 
house. 

. The third class embraces those who professed « a vy to re ve t doctrines as 
expressed in the Confession of Faith, in t us mer gy ol the ianguage, They 
expressed an entire agreement in doctr with 1 first ¢ 3, a a @assent in doct 
from the second class. But still the vere ‘ y v resoluti rotest. or 
Other act, or matter of r 1, t end d to the es any ¢ 
ion on existing difierences in doctrine. JT 3 pl : y to beheve with 
the first class, and vet th Vv, With appa nt I i vy. voted w 1 the second « ae is 
relative strength of those \ SSeS a 
iy vote 1 toot ler 

From this brief statement of ff , mi ! the refus f the Assembly to 
record the protest, it manfully ap ; 
1. That there is error in the church at least to some extent, error bold e1 gh to 


brave the Assembly as well as the interior judicat 
2. That there is among the professed!y, and it is believed, truly orthodox. a very 


great sympathy for those who depart, at least in | uage, from what has generally 
been held as scriptural truth in the Presbyter f : 

3. That whi e this sympathy with e1 ‘or e) sts, there is t ttle e for the due 
exercise of discipline in Presbyteries: for, w the General Asse re to warn 
the churches against error, it is not to be « ted that it w ‘ an erlor judi 
eatory in its discipline of the man who blishes or Y 

4. That itis high time that the friends of t: ¢ t to: y contro 
versy, but to an enlichtene: a { ited efiort mi f 1 their p t } dox 
trines and order of ourchurch. They 1 t shi — j would 
marshal the soldiers of the cross. He re res a l and untiring « t, an humble 
and quenchless zeal, unwavering firmness, a me d quiet spirit, mutual fofbearance, 


with wisdom, faith and prayer, holding fest the f 1 of sound words which we have 


received of our Lord and Maste il 1 { yed to mal l as embodied 
in our Confession and Catechisms. The wea s of our warfare a not carnal, but 
spiritual, and, through God, shal! pr 1 ty to the pulline down of st ¢ holds 
Mur confidence is not in man. | Jehor » of t ‘ - he! 

‘ 4 " 

} s i 


Philadelphia, June 4. A Mevber of the Assemb! 


Art. VI. The Presbyterian Church. 


‘hings have now reached a painful crisis in this gréat church, and we are looking 


with the deepest interest, upon the movements of our orthodox ren it. 
There ca 1 be no doubt that they have suffer t season t , when t y could 
have taken measures to save the purity and true peace of that « h. Thev have 
had many a solemn warning; and many an earnest entreaty, urging on them the ne 
cessity of employing the prompt and energetic dis ! f the church to repel in- 
truders: they have been repeatedly told that ‘‘ they must « off: or be themselves 
soon cut off.” They had also befor > their eves, ft ej tructive ax iple of the Svnod 
of Ulster, in Ireland ; which, a few vears ago t the necessary steps to purify their 
church: and actully declared. by.a Synodical act. fort j-five ministers, corrupt in doc- 


trine, to be no longer of their communion. 

But these warnings and examples have been sufiered to pass by unimproved, and un- 
noticed. Each Annual Assembly witnessed a new dis of the doctrine of Exrept- 
gency :” and the consequent sacrifice of truth a y, to 1 t was chosen to be 


called pkace Measures! The new school men, embracing per s of the most hete- 
rogeneous sentiments, and errors of the day, have been har: 8 Oo! In one main 
point: namely, to put down orthodoxy, by repudiating and dé ncing those doctrines 
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zs. which they had solemnly professed to believe; and, moreover, 

= to pre 1 and defend! This new school, was of course, perfect}y 

' sacrifices of TRUTH to peace and expediency ‘ 

y ** the orthodox peace men” to do their work tor 

; lh called this Jesuitism, and would have taken 


ace men,” called it brotherly love, charity, 


‘the peace men” united in giving thanks 
The new school men were certainly 
.—But their respective motives were at perfect 

The Syn f Glasgow and Ayr of the established church, 
tting the Rev. Dr. M’Gill of the city of Ayr, 
mpugned the divinity our Lord, and the truth of 


inks for the unanimity, peace and harmony that had pre- 

0 fai were these thanks of the Assembly for the peace and 
i { 1! ( 

more correctly speaking, the Pelagian school, were 

The and forbearance can be accounted for, only on this 

t t ijority, and thence the victory over orthodoxy, in 

iH e they could, with the greatest ease, and the best grace in the 

yossess t old orthodex and rightful owners of their theological schools, 


cood conscience, and with much fervent devotion 


of Hopkinsian and Pelagian oracles! They were perfectly consci 
ved up the doctrines of Loyala ;—namely, the end sanctifies 
¥ school re fi ed: and these funds were established, to propagate 
\y Calvinistie Pre terianism. But as our’s—said they, is the only true system under 
] heaven.—it is ¢ ble. t. an xlteous to appropriate these conquered funds to a 
' t t} by weak men, left for a season, to propagate old 
( 

s to all, that nothing can induce the new 
\ssembly. Itis not their policy, It never has 
é to do so. Jesuitism does not retreat, nor re- 
to grasp temporalities and power; in order 
nand power, Hence the new school remains 
ipline it most heartily detests, And they smile 
' -seneralled, as not only to feel no alarm,— 

m with a marvellous complacency and fidelity ! 
id fuithful see that this unblessed policy has ruined 
ch. By ‘texpediency” measures ; and the cry of peace, 
' y than the pure and holy truth of Christ,—they have 
h ; of the Arminian and Pelagan school, the interests of 
s, And every one sees that the heresy, cunning, and Jesuit- 
; thus far triumphed over these good and faithful men, will in a few 
! from them their foremost Theological Seminaries, and all their funds! 
| And these bequests, left by devout Christians, to train up youth in honest and pure 
les, will be devoted to extend Pelagianism over the land! And when they have 
ed those noble buildings, and those funds to their purpose, they will as in duty 
bound,—express their unfeigned gratitude to those members of the General Assembly, 
called PEACE MEN, by an ins¢ ription to this effect, in golden letters, on their gates, — 

‘* These we achieved by our policy, and by the love of peace of our peace men!” 

A few of the faithful brethren have been awakened to see and appreciate their real 
danger. And they are now taking the only course that can probably be taken, in the 
pre sent ¢ xigence, to save the last citadel from treachery and violence. As for the 
general interests and prosperity of the Presbyterian Church, as a whole,—it is gone 

i bevond human remedy. ‘The power and dominion have passed into the hands of those 
who, t t twenty-five years, have been assailing the capitol, under a masked 
batter undermining, and springing mines. 
een published by afew very faithful and devoted soldiers of 
Christ. to rally their friends, in the last assault. And may the King and 
Head of the Church speed their course ; and crown their efforts with victory,—Ch, Int. 
Art. VIL. Act and Testimony. 
Io the Ministers, Elders, and private members of the Cresbyterian Church in the 
United States. 
4 BRETHREN BELOVED IN THB Lorp:—TIn the solemn crisis, to which our Church has 
' 


ived, we are constrained to appeal to you in relation to the alarming errors which 
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have hitherto been connived at, and now at length have been countenanced and sus- 
tained by the acts of the supreme judicatory of our church, 

Constituting, as we all do, a portion of yourselves, and deeply concerned, as every 
portion of the system must be, in all that affects the body itself, we earnestly address 
ourselves to you, in the full belief, that the dissolution of our Church, or what is worse, 
its corruption in all that once distinguished its peculiar testimony, can, under God, be 
prevented only by you. 

From the highest judicatory of our church, we have for several years in succession 
sought the redress of our grievances, and have not only sought it in vain, but with an 
aggravation of the evils of which we have complained. Whether then can we look 
for relief but first to Him who is made Head over all things, to the church which is 
his body, and then to you, as constituting a part of that body, and as instruments in 
his hand to deliver the church from the oppression which she sorely feels. 

We love the Presbyterian Church, and look back with sacred joy to her instrumen 
tality in promoting every good and every noble cause among men; to her unwavering 
love of human rights; to her glorious efforts for the advancement of human happiness ; 
to her clear testimonies for the truth of God, and her great and blessed efforts to en 
large and establish the kingdom of Christ our Lord. We delight to dwell on the 
things which our God has wrought by our beloved church; and by his grace enabling 
us, we are resolved that our children shall not have occasion to weep over an unfaith 
fulness which permitted us to stand idly by, and behold the ruin of this glorious 
structure. 

‘* Brethren,” says the Apostle, ‘1 beseech you by the name of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, that ye all speak the same thing, and that there be no divisions among you, but 
that ye be perfectly joined together in the same mind, and in the same judgment.” In 
the presence of that Redeemer by whom Paul adjures us, we avow our fixed adherence 
to those standards of doctrine and order, in their obyious and intended sense, which 
we have heretofore subscribed under circumstances the most impressive. In the same 
spirit we do therefore solemnly acquit ourselves in the sight cf God, of all responsibility 
arising from the existence of those divisions and disorders in our church which spring 
from a disregard of assumed obligations, a departure from doctrines deliberately pro- 
fessed, and a subversion of forms publicly and repeatedly approved. By the same high 
authority, and under the same weighty sanctions, we do avow our fixed purpose to 
strive for the restoration of purity, peace, and scriptural order to our church; and to 
endeavor to exclude from her communion those who disturb her peace, corrupt her 
testimony, and subvert her established forms, And to the end ,that the doctrinal er- 
rors of which we complain may be fully known, and the practical evils under which 
the hody suffers be clearly set forth, and our purposes in regard to both be distinctly 
understood, we adopt this acr and TEesTImony. 


As regards Doctrine, 


1. We do bear our solemn testimony against the right claimed by many, of interpret- 
ing the doctrines of our standards in a sense, different from the general sense of the 
church for years past, whilst they still continue in our communion: on the contrary, 
we aver, that they who adopt our standards, are bound by candor and the simplest in- 
tegrity, to hold them in their obvious, accepted sense, 

2. We testify against the unchristian subterfuge to which some have recourse, when 
they ayow a genera] adherence to our standards as a system, while they deny doctrines 
essential to the system, or hold doctrines at complete variance with the system. 

3. We testify against the reprehensible conduct of those in our communion, who 
hold and preach, and publish Arminian and Pelagian heresies, professing at the same 
time to embrace our creed, and pretending that these errors do consist therewith, 

4. We testify against the conduct of those, who, while they profess to approve and 
adopt our doctrine and order, do, nevertheless, speak and publish, in terms, or by ne- 
cessary implication, that which is derogatory to both, and which tends to bring both 
into disrepute. 

5. We testify against the following as a part of the errors, which are held and 
taught, by many persons in our church. 

Errors. 

1. Our RELATION TO Apam.—That we have no more to do with the first sin of Adam 
than with the sins of any other parent. 

2. Native Derravity.—That there is no such thing as original sin: that infants 
come into the world as perfectly free from corruption of nature as Adam was when he 
was created : that by original sin nothing more is meant than the fact that all the pos- 
terity of Adam, though born entirely free from moral defilement, will always begin to 


sin when they begin to exercise moral agency, and that this fact is some how connect- 
ed with the fall of Adam, 
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s. InpuraTion.—That the doctiine of imputed sin and imputed righteousness is a 


} elt and 18 non 


sense 


4. Apimuity.—That the impenitent sinner is by nature, and independently of the aid 
Holy Spirit in full possesion of all the powers necessary to a compliance -with 


of the | 

the commands of God: -and that if he labored under any kind of inability, natural or 
moral. which he could not re ve himself, he would 'e excusible for not complying 
with God’ 


5. REGENERATION.—That man’s regeneration is his own act; that it consists merely 
in the change of our governing put e, which chance we must ourselves produce. 


6. Divine INFLUENCRE.—That God cannot exert such an influence on the minds of 


‘ } oi ’ ‘ 
men as shal! make it certain that f ' choose and a ina particular manner with- 
out destrovir their mor agency ; and that, in a moral system, God could not pre- 
vent the existen e1D rt pre t nt ¢ I wever much he n ight de- 


sire it. 
7. ATONEMENT.—That Christ’s sufferings were not truly and properly vicarious. 
W hich doctrines and statements, are dangerous and heretical, contrary to the gospel of 


God, and inconsistent with our Confession of Faith. We are painfully alive also to 





the conviction that uz Sa sper applied to the abuses which have called 
forth this act and testim our The minaries willsoon be converted into nur- 
series to foster the noxious errors already so widely prevalent, and our 





church funds will be perverted from the design for which they were originally con- 


tributed. 


ls regvards Dis lin 
Fi 


} 


consequence of the propagation of these and similar errors amongst 








| 
he agitation and division of our churches, and ecclesiastical bodies ; the 

ul sters, elders and people into distinct parties; and the great in- 

sor ! tu a 1L10n, 

are no | eras one body of Christians: many of our church sessions 

: the ti tuc t of part r presbyteries are convulsed by col- 

li s growing out of the heresies detailed above, and our syn is and our Assembly, 
are made theatres for the open display of humiliating scenes of human passion, and 
weakness. Mutual confidence is w Kened : respect for the st preme judicatory of 


our church is impaired; our hope that the dignified and impartial course of justice 


would flow steadily onward, has expired ; and a large portion of the religious press is 
made subservient to error. The ordinary course of discipline, arrested by compro- 
mises, in which the truth is ys loser, and perverted by organized combinations to 
personal, selfish and party ends, ceases altogether, and leaves every one to do what 
seeins go d in his own eyes. The dis | line of the chur h, rendered more needful 


than ever before, by the existence of numberless cases. in which Christian love to er- 


to the interests of Zion, imperiously call for its 


ring brethren, as well as a just regare 
prompt, firm, and temperate exercise, is absolutely prevented by the operation of the 
very causes which demand its eniployment. At the last meeting of the General As- 
sembly, a respectful memorial presented in behalf of eleven presbyteries, and many 
sessions and individual members of our church, was treated without one indication of 
kindness, or the manifestation of any disposition to concede in a single request that 
was made. It was sternly frowned upon, and the memorialists were left to mourn 
under their grievances with no hope of alleviation from those who ought to have at 
least shown tenderness and sympathy, as the nursing fathers of the church, even when 
that which was asked was relused to the petitioners, At the same time they, who 
have first corrupted our doctrines, and then deprived us of the ordinary means of cor 
recting the evils they have produced, seek to giv permanent security to their errors 
and to themselves, by raising an outcry in the churches, against all who love the truth, 
well enough to contend for it. 

Against this unusuai, unhappy an 1 ruinous condition we do be: r our clear and de- 


cided testimony in the presence of the God of all living: we do declare our firm be- 


lief that it springs primarily from the fatal heresies countenanced in our body ; and we 
do avow our deliberate purpose, with the help of God, to give our best endeavors ta 
correct if 


As recards Church Orde r. 


We believe that the form of government of the Presbyterian Church in the United 
States, is, in ali essential features, in full accordance with the revealed will of God; 
and therefore whatever impairs its purity, or changes its essential character, is repug- 
nant to the will of our master. In what light then shall we be considered, if profes- 
sing to revere this system, we calmly behold its destruction, or connive at the conduct 


of those engaged in tearing up its deep foundations ? 
Some of us have long dreaded the spirit of indifference to the peculiarities of our 
church order, which we supposed was gradually spreading amongst us. And the de- 
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velopinents of later years have rendered it most certain, that as the perversion of our 
doctrinal formularies. and the engrafting of new ciples and practices upon our 
ehurch constitution, have gone hand in hand; so the ginal purity of the one cannot 
be restored, without a strict and faithful adherence to the other. Not ony then for its 
own sake, we love the constitution of i ~ r f free Institutions, 
and as aclear and noble exhibition of the soundest s of civil and religious 
liberty not only do we venerate its 1 irities r Is t eY ni the ruies bv 
whk h God intends the afiairs of his church on earth to be con ted but we cling to 
its venerable ramparts, because they allord a sure deience tor those precious, though 
despised doctrines of grace, the jure transni l \ i s en ¢ ntrusted is a 
sacred duty to the ch 


It is therefore with the deepest sorrow that we be! 


rious instances, imbued with a different spirit, and fe 


pedients unknown to the Christian simplicity al 


and up©ri 


1old our church tribunals, in va 
yon every emergency to ex- 


olitness of our forms, and repug 


nant to al ‘previous habits. It is with pain an i distrust that we see, sometnnes, 
the helpless ine thie lency of mere advisory D es contended for and prac tised, when the 
occasion called i r the free acti nof ou iws: and sometimes the full arid peremptory 
exercise of power, aimost despotic, practised in cases where no authority existed to 


act at all. It is with increasing alarm that we bel 


ld a fixed design to organize new 


tribunals upon principles repugnant to our system, and directly subversive of it, for 
the obvio Is rpose tf establishing and pre igating the heresies already recounted, of 
shielding from just process the individuals who hold them, and of arresting the whole 
some discipline of the church. We do therefore testify against all these departures 
from the true inciples of our Constiti nst the formation of new presby 
teries and synods, otherwise than upon the established rules of our church; or for 
other purposes than the edification and enlargement of the Church of Christ: and we 
most particularly testify avainst the formation of iy tribunal, in our church, upon 
what 80 e « rie tf elective affinity : agrainst the exercise by the General As 
sembly of { ower 1 t cleariy delegated to 1 und the exercise even of its dele 
cated powe rs lor purposes in onsist« nt with the desien of its creation 
> i i 

Recommendation to the Churches. 


Dear Christian Brethren, you who love Jesus Christ in sincerity and in truth, and 
adhere to the 


ards prepared by the 
Westminster Assembly, and constantly held by the true Presbyterian Church; to all 
of you who love your ancient and pure Constitution, and desire to restore our abused 
and corrupted church to her simpli itv, purity 


V. ITILY, 


plain doctrines of the cross as taught in the stan 


and truth, w 


a portion of yvourselves, 
ministers and elders of your churches, and servants of one common Lord, would pro 


and yet most earnestly, 


pose, m¢ st respectfully and kindly, 
1. That we refuse to give countenance to ministers, elders, agents, editors, teach 
ers, or to those who are in any other capacity engaged in religious instruetion or ef 
fort. who hold the preceding or similar heresie 3. 
2. That we make every lawful effort to subject all such persons, 
be ministers, to the just exercise of discipline by the proper tribunal. 
3. That we use all proper means to restore the disci; 
courts, to a sound, jus 


1. That we use our endeavors to prevent the introduction of new principle s into our 
system, and to restore our tribunals to their ancient purity 

o. That we conside , 
formed upon the principles of elective affinity, as unconstitutional, and al) ministers 
and churches voluntaril t 
standards of our church. 


especially if they 


liscipline of the church, in all its 


t, Christian state 


the presbyterial existence or acts of any presbytery or synod 


included in such bodies as having virtually departed from the 


6. We recommend that all ministers, elders, church sessions, presbyteries and 
synods, who approve of this act and testimony, give their public adherence e thereto, in 
such manner as they shall prefer, and communicate their names, and when a church 
court, acopy of their adhering act.* 

7. That inasmuch, as our only hope of improvement and reformation in the affairs 


of our church depends on the interposition of Him who is King 


ing in Zion, that we will 
unceasingly and importunately supplicate a Throne of Grace, for the return of that 


purity and peace, the absense of which we now sorrowfully deplore. 

8. We do earnestly recommend that on the second Thursday of May, 1835 a con- 
vention be held in the city of Pittsburg, to be composed of two delegates, a minister 
and ruling elder from each presbytery, or from the minority of any presbytery, who 
may concur in the sentiments of this act and testimony, to deliberate and consult on 
the present state of our church, and to adopt such measures as may be best suited to 
restore her prostrated standards. 














* They can be forwarded to the Office of the Presbyterian, No. 9 George-street, Philadelphia 
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And now, brethren, our whole heart is laid open to you, and to the world. If the 
majority of our church are against us, they will, we suppose, in the end, either see the 
infatuation of their course, and retrace their steps, or they will at last attempt to cut us off. 
If the former, we shall bless the God of Jacob; if the latter, we are ready for the sake 
of Christ, and in support of the testimony now made, not only to be cut off, but if 
need be, to die also. If, on the other hand, the body be yet in the mam, sound, as we 
would fondly hope, we have here, frankly, openly, and candidly, laid before our erring 
brethren the course we are, by the grace of God, irrévocably determined to pursue. 
It is our steadfast aim to reform the church or to tesify against its errors and defections, 
until testimony will be no longer heard. And we commit the issue into the hands of 
Him who is over all, God blessed for ever. Amen. 

Ministers.—James Macraw, Robert J. Breckinridge, James Latta, Ashbe] Green, 
S. D. Blythe, S. H. Crane, J. W. Scott, W. Latta, R. Steel, A. A. Campbell, John 
Gray, J. Scott, J. L. Wilson, A. M’Farlane, Jacob Coon, I. N. Candee, R. Love, J. 
W. M’Kennan, D. R. Preston, W. Wylie, W. M. Engles, C. H. Mustard, J, C. Wat- 
son, W. L. Breckinridge, J. H. Symmes, I. V. Brown, D. M’Kinney, G. Marshall, E. 
H. Snowden, O. Harms, W. J. Gibson, W. Sickles, B. F. Spilman, G. D. M’Cuenn, 
G. W. Janvier, S. G. Winchester, George Junkin. 

Elders.—S. Boyd, E. Vanhorn, W. Dunn, J. Algeo. J. Agnew, H. M’Keen, C. 
Davis, W. Wallace, A. D. Hepburn, J. P. Engles, J. M’Farren, A. Symington, A. 
Bayless, W. Agnew, G. Morris, H. Campbell, T. M’Keen, J. Wilson, I). B. Price, 
C. Hotchkiss, C. Woodward, W. A. G. Posey, J. Carnahan, M. Reed, J. Steel, G. 
Durfor John, Sharp.— Presbyterian. 

Philadelpha, May 27, 1834. 


Arr. VIII. Summary. 


Osrrvary oF Wituiam TurnsuLit.—Our worthy and highly esteemed friend, Wi- 
wAmM TURNBULL, departed this life on the 15th of May last, at his residence in Warren 
county, Illinois, to which place he had removed about two years since. He was ana- 


tive of Scotland, and emigrated, if we mistake not, shortly after the close of the revo- 
lutionary war. We are unable to trace all his wanderings as a pilgrim upon earth. 
But we know that for a considerable time he resided near Nashville, in Tennessee. 
But being vexed from day to day with the unrighteousness of slavery, he removed to 
the State of Ohio, where he set:led near Centerville, Montgomery county, with a good 
wife, and a numerous family of small children. Here it pleased God who gave, to 
take away the desire of his eyes. A reasonable time afterwards he married a widow la- 
dy, who had no children of her own, but who proved an excellent mother to her chil- 
dren by adoption. Heafterwards removed to Greene county, where he lived our neigh- 
bor until his faroily was grown, and chiefly married. ‘ He was an honest and honorable 
man in his worldly dealings. He was industrious and economical, which enabled him 
to be liberal in the cause of benevolence, but was judicious in the selection of objects. 
He was an obliging neighbor and true friend. He was charitable to the poor without 
ostentation. Naturally of a sharp, but not ungovernable temper. He was a valuable 
member of the Secession Church for more than fifty years. Zealous in the support of 
truth, accor¢ing to his view of it. In all his movements within our acquaintance, he 
made it a point to settle where he could enjoy gospel ordinances, and in every conge- 
gation acted as a ruling elder. He had a good library, a strong mind, and excellent 
memory. Hence he possessed a valuable stock of useful knowledge. He had long 
been subject to billious attacks. But some two or three weeks before his death he was 
attacked with the asthma, but partially recovered. He relapsed, and the silver cord 
was broken. He went to his rest, an old man, and full of days, and died as he had 
lived, a man of prayer. T'he righteous hath hope in his death.— Hanover Miscellany. 


Ecciestasticat Recorp.—The Associate Presbytery of Alleghany met at Bethel, 
on Wednesday, June 4th, when Mr. John P. Dicky was ordained and installed into the 
astoral charge of the United Congregations of Bethel, Turtlecreek, and Freeport. 
Rev. Joseph Scroggs presided at the ordination, and preached from 1. Cor. iv. 1. ‘* Let 
a man so account of us, as of the ministers of Christ, and stewards of the mysteries of 
God.” Rev. James M’Carrell read the ordination vows, and Rev. John Dickey de- 
livered the charge to the minister and people. 


Nore.—The conclusion of Mr. Morrisson’s Letter—the notice of a new edition of the 
Gospel Mystery of Sanctification, by Walter Marshall—and some account of the pro- 
ceedings of the General Synod of the Reformed Dutch Church, are unavoidably defer- 
red to the August number. 
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